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publiſhed your Defence of In- 
1 unt baptiſm, you well knew that you wrote 
on 2 much controverted ſubject. You could not 
ſuppoſe, that your Defence would be deciſive. You 
could not imagine, that your pamphlet would cloſe 
the controverſy. Such vanity you never indul 
et you enter the liſt of controverſial writers 
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141 
and attack the ſentiments of your opponents, with- 
out making any apology. I commend you for it. 


No apology was expected. You have a right to | 


Rate and defend your own opinion when you pleaſe. 
Have not we. the ſame right? If you may thus 
attack, may we not reply? Shall I, then, foficit 
your pardon, becauſe I make that attempt? I will 
not thus abaſe my own ſentiments. I will not thus 
affront your underſtanding. . | 
J have not, Sir, the pleaſure of your eint 
ance. All I know of you is by report; and by the 
printed paper before me. Report has not brought 
me any tidings of you, but what are in your favour: 
The controverſy between us alone excepted. I am, 


therefore, under no temptation to treat you with | 


perſonal diſreſpect. As an opponent, I may poſ- 
ſibly make you feel. And I ſuppoſe I ſhall. For 


who can be oppoſed without feeling the leaſt emo- 


tion? But you will recollect, our feelings were not 
conſulted, when you publiſhed your Defence of In- 
fant baptiſm. If, however, you only feel what I 
have felt, you will ſleep in peace, and wake with- 


Af 4 


out vexation. 1 
What you have now given to the Ns. was I 
find, delivered in the Mecting-Houſe of the Rey. 


William Bennet, on the pavement, Moorfields, 1 
London, at the baptiſin of his child; and after- 
wards printed at the requeſt of many WhO heard K. 


When you delivered what you are content to call, 


this Plain Diſcourle, Mr. Bennet, ag a paſtor 8 
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| — Was diſpoſed to devote his child to God. 


by the ordinance of chriſtian baptiſm: ſo you ſpeak 
of the act of that day; which Sir, you had the ho- 
nour to perform. The reaſon aſſigned for Mx, 
Bennet's appearance in public on this occaſion, is, 
that he might be a medel for the imitation of his 
« friends and ſtated hearers.“ In, à ſituation ſo 
reſpectable, on a buſineſs of ſuch importance, de- 


corum demanded a. foft addreſs. Attentive d the 


feelings of others, you thus availed yourſelf of Mr. 
Bennet's partiality in your favour; ©. Nothing 
„could reconcile me to engage in this ſervice, but 


* his own immediate requeſt, upon the ground of 


Ft 


« particula intimacy and friendſhip : an apology, 
« which J certainly ought to make. to venerable | 
« FATHERS and refpected BRETHREN in "a Me 


= niſtry.“ (P. 1.) 1 
Why ſhould Ae our FIRED or BPRS 


bs. called in queſtion when we happen to make a 
polite; apology ? Yet even you, Sir, are not wholly 


exempted from cenſure. For ſome will have it, that 


2 man of Mr. Bennet's prudence, acting as he was 
then diſpoſed to act, would never have requęſted Mr 


Horſey to ſtand up in favour of Infant baptiſm, and 


as a public Defender of that practice, merely on the 


ground of private friendſhip. They ſay, a regard 

to a numerous audience, to venerable fathers and 
xeſpeRed brethren, would not permit, him to ſacri- 
fin to private ſriendſhig,agþat was only due to a man 
*of diſtinguiſhed abilities. Ca add, bat you hag | 
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/ 
tried your talents on this controverted ſubje& in 2 


courſe of Lectures at Northampton, for the edifi- 

cation of your own people. And they ſcruple not 
to aſſert, That had you not acquitted yourſelf yvith 
diſtinguiſhed applauſe on that trial, you would. not 


have been placed in that painful ſtate of pre-emi- 


nence which made the preceding apology your 
duty.—But to all this, I reply, That modeſty forbade 


your being moreexplicit. And I ſee not how you could 
have ated, in this matter, more prudently : unleſs, 
indeed, you had made no apology at all. And 


ſince theſe exordiums are of doubtful iſſue, I beg 


leave to aſk, Whether, as miniſters of the goſpel], it 
would not better become, us to commend ourſelves 


to every man's conſcience in the ſight of God, and 
to leave ſuch apologies to thoſe rage" who are L 


not ſo employed „ 

Vour Defence of Infant baptiſm is confined to three 
Propoſitions. In the fr, you propoſe to ſtate your 
views of the NATURE of chriſtian baptiſm. In the 
ſecond, to juſtify the adminiſtration of it to INFANTS} 
In the third, to vindicate the MODE of adminiſtering 
of it, by+ſprinkling or pouring water on the ſub- 
. 1.) 

To each of your Propoſitions, and the arguments 


by which you attempt to ſupport them, I have 


given repeated attention: The reſult of which, 
without flattery, and without unmanly fear, I pur- 
pole to lay before you . ena That purpoſe 
1 now purſue. | woe : . 
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Before 88 


ſor 


| ſuperfluous words, which in controverſy would be 


( 5 1 


Before you indulge us with your definition ate. 


Infant baptiſm, that we may give it I preſume, due 


reception, we are entertained with previous hints. 
But ere I make any quotations from your Defence 


on that ſubject, let me, once for all, obſerve, That 
when I quote any thing from your Diſcourſe ab- 


d 


ruptly, without due form of introduction, I have 
not any other view in this than to cut off thoſe 


7 


tedious. And, Sir, to you, a circuitous form of 


expreſſion is the more unneceſſary, as you will eaſily 
diſtinguiſh, by the marks which T have uſed, your 


own words for mine. Whenever thoſe marks are 
omitted, and I only give the ſenſe of what you have 


| ſaid, do me the Juſtice to believe, I ſtill have the 


ſame end in view ; namely, to avoid a multiplicity' 
of words where a few are found fufficient. And if, 
by ſo doing, I ſhould miſtake your meaning, (which. 
J have done my beſt to prevent) you may be con- 
ng that I have never deſigned to miſrepreſent N. 


Lou begin, Sir, this controverſy by ſaying, I!t 
« appears, indeed, that baptiſm, or waſhing wick 
| 6 water, was practiſed as a religious rite, before 


« the commencement of chriſtianity.” FP. 2. To 


whom does this appear? One would imagine, by 


your mode of expreſſion, that what you have aſſerted 


is felf evident. I wiſh, Sir, with all my heart, 
that they who fancy they are quick ſighted, were 
conſtantly cautious. Then, when, any thing not 
85 | — 3 "IA viſible 
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viſible to others, occurred, they would not content 


themſelves with ſaying, -* It appears, indeed; but 


would either be ſilent, or labour to inform us how 
we might ſee, what they had diſcovered. But, I: 
am Afraid, Sir, what follows, will do no credit to 


your ſagacity. When our Lord ſubmitted to bap- 
| tiſm at the hands of John, h e „ ſignificantly ob- 
ſerved, that he didit, in order to fulfil all righte- 


oufneſs. (P. a ) He did ſo. But whether you 


know, the meaning of that ſignificant expreſſion, I 


ruſt, at preſent, be allowed to doubt. Of all that 
were under * law, « there was none righteous, no, 
«..got one. Chriſt alone excepted. The moral 


law e We perfect and perpetual obedi- 


And, in caſe of diſobedience, it alſo er 
he! blood of the tranſgreſſor. It became; Jeſus, in 


ſaving his people from their ſins, to fulfil all righ- : 
teoaſneſs. And he did every thing which it became 


him to do. Neither the remonſtrance of friends, 


nor the reproach of his enemies, diverted, his atten - 


ton / from it a ſingle moment. He became obedient 


to death. To the death of the Crofs.. He went. 
on without intermiſſion till he bowed his head, and 


ſaid, 17 is finifbed / Such was the righteouſneſs of 
the Mediator. In one thing, however, the righte- 
ouſneſs of John and of Jeſus Chriſt, perfectly cor- 


reſponded. Each conſifted in perſonal obedience to 
the will of the Father in the diſtin, but very op- 


poſite characters which they ſuſtained. But what 


has all this to do with ſubjects that cannot be obe- 
dient? 
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1 19 1] 
Aient? or wich an 6 alt which nw vn: com- 


manded? n 
That aa to be panties. at 3 
Hands of John, in order to fulfil all. ighteouſneſp, 


{it being a part of that righteouſneſs which: he cate 


to fulfil) is admitted. | That this act of dur Re- 
deemer's ſubmiſſibn, was in conformity to a cuſtom 3 
ALREADY IN:USE,”; P. 2.) is denied. Maat you 
affirm, you attempt to ſupport. by: eritical-authority. | 
Critics, it ſeems, have ſaid, that the Greek word 
-=\npucas conveys this meaning. But can y 
imagine, that Critics, not ſo much as named, nor 
any paſſage produced from theſe nameleſs Authors | 
+6 confirm the propriety of their remark, 'can you 
Sir; imagine, that ſuch a hint ſhould ever produce 
the deſired conviction? For my on part, when 

any word of ſcripture occurs in controverſy, on 

Which the ſtrength of any argument is ſuppoſed to 

depend, I care not what meaning Crities or Com- 
mentators have conveyedby that word; unleſs the text 
and context, (being attentively enen 2 fairly 
fupport their opinion. 
Lexicons, Dictionaries and Eepolitaing though of | 
great advantage, 'mhenweknow:how to uſe them, are 

often uſeleſs to men of underſtanding. It is well known⸗ 
that the ſame word in different ſituations, may convey 
not only different, but oppoſite ideas. The intention, 
therefore, of the writer, or of him that ſpeaks, muſt be 
conſtantly regarded, if we wiſh to obtain his mean- 
gy And if We do not, what have we to do with 
„„ | his 
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his words? What is it to me, in what ſenſe Homer 
or Heſiod, Ariſtotle or Demoſthenes, uſed ſuch a 
Greek term; when I want to know. in what ſenſe 
it was uſed by Matthew or Mark, by Luke or John? 
Unleſs, indeed, they are ſpeaking of the ſame ſub- 


FR, and have the ſame deſign in view.—A father 
gives a particular order to his ſon. I hear the ſon pro- 
miſe to fulfil it. But am I to. conſult Johnſon's 


Dictionary, to know what the ſon meant by the 
word fulfil? I had much rather reflect on the nature 
of the given order, and conſider the ability and diſ- 
poſition of the young man, if it be worth my while 


to obtain further ſatisfaction. He who is duly at- 
tentive to theſe principles, will be wiſer than the 
learned can be without ſimiliar attention. For a 
proper application of common ſenſe, without learn- 
ing, is of greater value than what is commonly call- 
„ed learning ever is, when it is not exerciſed on the 
principles of common ſenſmmeee. 
The word @aywoar; which you have od 


from Matt. iii. 15. occurs again Matt. v. 17. That 

verſe js thus tranſlated. © Think not that I am 
come to deſtroy the law. or the prophets; I came 
not to deſtroy, but, wanpuons, to fulfil.” — On this 
text Mr. Parkhurſt obſerves, That n,, muſt 
©. be here taken ta its moſt exten/ive ſenſe, as denot- 


T ing, that Chriſt came not only to fulfil the types 


and prophecies, by his actions and ſufferings, but 


« alſo to perform perfect obedience to the law of God, 


*; in his own perſon, and Fully to enforce and explain | 


60 it 


—— 


xt 9 7 


« it by his doArine.” See Mr. Parkhurſt's 
and Engliſh Lexicon under the word IIAupow.. 

But is the fulfilment of types and prophecies e 
fame thing as complying with a cum already in uſe ? 
Beſides, out of many cuſtoms, you leave us to gueſs 
which it was the Redeemer ſelected, and how far 
his conformity to that cuſtom was carried. But «it 
was not convenient, I believe, that in this part of 
the controverſy you ſhould be too particular. Vague 
and general aſſertions are the borrowed garments of 
error. Clothed in particular and proper expreſſion, 
ſhe would appear like nn and when ſhe does, . 


„ 4 


ſhe excites diſguſt. Rs 
Io fulfil, is to fill up; to AGE: rk which: _ WES: 
clodes the idea of punctual and, perfect obedience. RE. 


Now, if Chriſt fulfilled the ceremonial law, it is 4 
by him aboliſhed. If he fulfilled the moral law for — 
juſtification, in him only who. fulfilled it, can we 
be juſtified. We are, then, complete in him. To Q 
what end? That we might have communion with 
him, and be obedient to him. On theſe principles, N 
we reject idle and endleſs conjectures on. Jewiſh cul- ZI 
toms, and ſay, One is our Maſter, even Chriſt. 7 
voice of the Shepherd we with to hear. 1 . | 
of a ſtranger, we will not follow. And are we, > A 
think you, to be blamed for this reſolution? *..—— > 
_ You admit, Sir, that when Chriſt was baptized, | 
„ jt was in obedience to the authority of a divine | 
« inſtitution.” (P. 2.) Should we not, then, in this 


* be followers of Chriſt ? Is your cuſtom al- 
ready 
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« baptizeſt thou then, if thou be not that Chriſt, 


reach in uſe of ſuch Aber? Do not trifle with us. 


Tell us plainly, ſince you ſpeak of a particular cuf- 


tom, which among the many you have in view. 
The deputies from the Jewiſh Sanhedrim ex- 


"c preſſed no ſurprize at John's baptizing, as though 


e the practice itſelf was EW. or UNPRECEDENTED, 


but only enquired into the qualifications of the 


WW adminiſtrator ; why doft ro in particular bap- 
< tize 2? (P. 2.) To this conjecture, the beſt 


name I can beſtow on ſuch a proof, 'T beg leave to 


-obſerve, That if John's practice was not new or 


unprecedented, it could neither have excited curiofity 
or jealouſy among the Rabbies. For John was not 


only a Levite, but of the houſe 6f Harbn; and in 
the eighth claſs of the twenty four, hib. David 


| "hall ſettled in that illuſtrious family. Let it be alfo- 
obſerved, that as there were many Levites called by 


the name of John, to diſtinguiſi che ſon of Zacha- 


rias from the reſt, he was called, Jobn the Bapt , be- 


ing the fr/tand only Levite who baptized. I add, had 


proſelyte baptiſm been common, or ſo much asknown 
among the Jews, it is abſurd to ſuppoſe, that when 


John baptized, they ſhould have imagined, that the 
-adminiſtrator ought'to be ſome extraordinary perſon. 

Yet their queſtion to John, ſtrongly ſhews they were 
fixed in that opinion. For they faid-to him, 0 Why 


oe 22 


« nor Elias, neither that prophet? John i. 25. 


Obſerve, They aft, © Why baptizeſt thou?“ inde- 
finitely. 


Not, why baptizeſt thou the feed of Abra- 
| "00 8 


* 


NY 


LE 


bam d Now, any religious act chat put the pbf- 


+ ih 


terity of Abraham, on a level with any 'other bong 
tent, was certainly novel, and had it not been from 


heaven, and not of man, it muſt have met with uni- 


verſal rejection from Jewiſh Zealots. But we are 
told, thoſe who did reject it, rejected the counſel 
of God againſt themſelves. When our Lord afketl 


this queſtion, ** The baptiſm of John, was it from 


« heaven or of men?“ he muſt have expoſed him- 


ſelf to cenſure, had he not known it was impoſſible 


for them to deny the divinity of John's miſſien. 
This left them without excuſe. And indeed, hat 
excuſe to make for you, who have aſſerted in the 
face of this remarkable paffage ſuch ſtrange things, 
J cannot imagine. On this queſtion, the Chief 
Prieſts and Seribes, and the Elders, reaſoned with them- 


ſelves, faying, If we ſhall ſay from heaven,” (that | 


is, if we ſhall admit the baptiſm of John i is evidently 
or immediately founded on Divine Authority) * he 


e will ſay, Why then did ye not believe him? But if 
« we ſhall fay, of men, they feared the people: for | 
all men counted John that he was a prophet 1 in- 
« deed, Mark xi. 41, 32.” How is it, Sir, that 
you have lefs fear of the people than thoſe Chief 
| Prieſts, Scribes and Elders? John is yet a prophet 
indeed, in the eyes of thouſands. Nor will they 


hear of his taking up a cuſtom already in uſe, or 
admit that Chriſt commanded him thus to GUgnify A 


: Rabbinical tradition, | © 
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Divers waſhings, or eine every! one hows 


were uſed in the Jewiſh Church,” (P. 2.) On this 


ſubject, Sir, our knowledge, perhaps, exceeds your 
approbation. We know, that what you ſeem to 
refer to, were carnal ordinances, impoſed on 
them until the time of re formation, Heb. ix. 10.“ 
We know, that while theſe carnal ordinances were 
in force, and even complained of as a burden, that 
vain and almoſt endleſs traditions were added by 
ſuperſtitious and ſelf righteous Phariſees. Whether 
that cuſtom for which you contend be of the former, 
or of the latter kind, who can determine ? If of the 
latter, it is contemptible. If of the former, it is abro- 
gated. F or the ceremonial law was unto Chrilt. 


After his deceaſe it-vaniſhed away. On a different 


ground, however, there yet remains One Baptiſm. 


And founded, as it is, not on indefinite cuſtom, but 


on his authority, who has © All power in heaven 


« and in earth, it will remain, as it is declared it 


ſhall, to the end of the world. Nor can it be ſaid, 
that by the end of the world, we are to underſtand 


the end of the Jewiſh diſpenſation. That period 


paſſed away on the Aſcenſion of the Son of God. 


And ſince the demolition of the Temple, and the 
final diſperſion of the Jews, it is but a faint ſhadow- 


of former ſhadows that now remains, - or indeed that 
can remain, with the ſcattered remnants of that un- 
happy people. Their yet remaining fondneſs for 
fleeting 9 childiſh ceremonies and carnal 

cuſtoms, 


po 
* 


po 
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Gaftodis: we can Well account Ing But Sir, that 
you, a miniſter. of the goſpel, in the eighteenth cen- 
tury, that you ſhould indulge a Judaizing diſpoſition 
ſo far as vou 520 in this on pre is much to be 
lamented. 

Particular ad in a law thats are, all of 
them, of uncertain origin. So that, if any one can 
ſhew the beginning of any cuſtom, it is' not a good 
one. It is not ſo in the church of Chriſt. Poſitive 
inſtitutions may be well accounted for. Your cuſtom, 
is not of this caſt. For when, or where, or how it 
firſt prevailed, I preſume, you cannot tell. On the 


contrary, Believer's baptiſm is founded, if I may ſo 
expreſs it, on the ſtatute law of heaven. It is a 


plain and poſitive inſtitute of Divine appointment. 


Its commencement is not, like fiction, concealed 


in clouds. We can tell from whence it is. Where 
and by whom it was firſt adminiſtered. To what 
ſubjects, and for what end, ad Matt. iii. and 
Matt. xxviii. & cg 

Mr. Henry, when he did not recolle& the con- 
ſequence of his own argument, wrote well on the 
nature of poſitive inſtitutes. He ſays, Corrup- 
« tions that are crept into any ordinance of God, muſt 
be purged out by having recourſe to the primitive 
« inftitution.” © If,” ſays he, © the copy be vi- 
1 cious, it muſt be examined and corrected by the 


« original. 'Thus when St. Paul would redreſs the 
e « griev- 
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« grievances in the church * of Corinth, bout the 


« Lord's Supper, he appealed to the appointment, | 
« x Cor. xi. 23. So and ſo I received it from the 
« Lord. Truth was from the beginning ; ; we muſt 
“therefore inquire for the good old way, Jer. vi. 16. 
and mult reform, not by later patterns, but by 
« ancient rules”. So ſpeaks Mr Henry, 1 in his com- 
ment on Matt. xix. 8. Feeling the force of truth, 


and not ſuſpecting that the conſequence of his own 


argument would ſtrongly militate againſt a favorite 
ſentiment, thus. he ſpake. But to you, Sir, he 
ſpeaks. in vain. . For, however the ordinance of 
baptiſm may be, and actually is, by ſome, corrupted, 
it is in vain to ſay to you, From the beginning it was 
not ſo. Since when it began, or where, by what 
perſon, or for what end, who can 2 by any 
thing you have denn en to * on tl this ſacred 
ſubject ) 

Your thoughts of an ancient i abſiraQ- 
edly conſidered, might amuſe me. When, with- 
out any proof, you make © the Governor of the 


« chriſtian church,“ adopt and dignify your fa- 
vorite 


* Mr Henry ought to have faid in the Church at 
Corinth. Every particular Church mentioned in the 
New Teſtament, is eongregational, and was at ſuch a 


| place as is there mentioned. We ſpeak with propriety 


when we ſpeak of the church of Chriſt. But the church 
of Corixth, of Rome, of England, of Scotland, or of any 


other city or country, is an improper and injurious mode 
of expreflion. | 


) 


language in Matt. XXviii. 19, 20. (P. 2.) Lam ſur- 
prized and offended. Believe me—That which is. 


5 ſtraight can no more be made crooked, than that 


celebrated as Vitringa, has ſaid of carnal ordinances 
under the Sinai covenant, may claim your attention. 
Conſult him on the 6th, 7th and 8th verſes of the 
40th chapter of the proph&cy of Iſaiah. On theſe 
' memorable words, . All fleſh is graſs, and all the 


The graſs withereth, the flower fadeth ; becauſe 


into a, ſtate of contempt all the unſtable, frail and 


following paſſages refer to this important event. 


Ty 
vorite cuſtom, without informing us what cuſtom, 


in particular he thus revered, I am diſpleaſed. 
When you contend, we are thus to underſtand his 


which i is crooked can be made.ſtraight. 
Perhaps, Sir, what a Commentator, ſo. zulliy. x 


« goodlineſs thereof is as the flower of the field. 


« the ſpirit of the Lord bloweth upon it: foorly the 
14 people is graſs.” Vitringa obſerves, that theſe : 
words contain, not only a prediction of bringing 


pernicious, wiſdom of the fleſh i in the. Gentile world, 
but alſo, of the utter abvlition of the carnal ordi- | 
nances in the Jewiſh Church. | 
This, I think, is a fact: and chose I cans. 
not believe, that the Governor of the chriſtian Church \ 
would revive a cuſtom of carnal complexion. Be- 
lieving this fact, I think, with Vitringa, that the 


« What ſhall we then ſay, that Abraham, our fa- | 
cc ther, as pertaining to the fleſb, hath found, Rom. . | 


by. 1 29 -« Wherefore, henceforth, know we S 
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For if 
een after the Aeſb, 2 Cor. v. 16. » ( Are. ye. 


- 4 ſo fooliſh, having begun in the ſpirit, are ye now 


e made perfect by the /? Gal. iii. 3.“ « Though 
; = I might alſo have confidence in the fleſh. Cir- 
„ cumciſed the eighth day,“ —and fo on. But 
« what things were gain to me, Nr I counted 
« loſs for Chriſt, Philip. iii. 47.” „There 
1 ariſeth another prieſt Who is made, not after 
« the law of a carnal commandment, but after the 
"8 power of an endleſs life, Heb. vii. 15, 16.” —If 
thoſe quotations, Sir, ſhould ſtrike you, as they do 
me, you, will rejoice, That though © the = OY 

« withereth, and the flower fadeth, . yet, e the 
« word of our God ſhall ſtand for ever.” Of this 
joy the Apoſtle partook when he ſaid, “For we are 
the circumciſion, which worſhip God in the ſpi- 
| . rit, and rejoice in Chriſt Jeſus, and have no con- 
« fidence in the feb, Philip. ili. 3.” —Of this joy, 
may you drink deeply, with increaſing ſatisfaction! 


ſervant, 


March 24, 1786. | 
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a . £ fleſh to ſpirit, from the Moſaic law to the 
= of the Son of God, I cloſed my laſt letter 
with chriſtian benevolence ; and with tranſient re- 
3 lief from that toil, which your Diſcourſe and my | 
inclination to review it, have impoſed upon me. 
But again, I perceive, I muſt enter into the ſhades, _ 
if I perſevere in my intended reply. Safely how= _ 
ever, at laſt, may I, and you too, emerge from 
1 every ſhade, and riſe ſuperior to every ceremony, 
which has any tendency to obſcure the glory of the 
goſpel from us, or to prevent our . e g 
on Jeſus Chriſt! | 
From feeble. hints you proceed to full deſcription. 
Thus you deſeribe the ſubject in debate: « Chriſtian 
_« Baptiſm thus circumſtanced, then, appears to be, 
« A SACRED ORDINANCE, WHEREBY THE SUB- 
« JECT IS DEDICATED TO THE Gop of THE 
© CHRISTIAN RELIGION, AND REGULARLY SEP 
| «© APART TO THE HONORS AND OBLIGATIONS 
1 « of THAT een 22 30 THR 
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| [18 1 
On this definition, or deſcription rather, of bap- 
tiſm, I would in general obſerve; That only is a ſacred 
ordinance, which isexpreſsly revealed in the word of 
God; and revealed under that pecopomy in which 
it is to be admin ered. Who are to officiate, and 
who are to ſubmit to a ſacred ordinance, are not 
left to conjecture: a deviation from this written 
rule, and, from the practice of thoſe intelligent and 
faithful ſervants, whom it is our duty to follow, i is not 
to be defended. A chriſtian miniſter has no autho- 
rity. from Chriſt to dedicate children to God. We 
are prieſts to God, to offer ſpiritual ſacrifices; and, 
that © ſupplications, prayers, , interceſſions, and giv= 
« ing of thanks might be made for all men: but it 
does not appear to me, that we have either authority 
or ability, to dedicate or devote any perfon to the Al- - 
mighty; if by ſo doing, ſomething diſtin from-ſup- 
plication, and which prayer does not include, be in- 
tended. The God of the chriſtian religion ſome will 
think an odd mode of expreſſion. Becauſe the God 
of Abraham and our God, is undoubtedly, the ſame 
Jehovah. -Regularly ſetting an infant apart, to the 
honors and obligations of the preſent diſpenſation, 
is, I fear, preſumptuous. Who that reflects on the 
ſpirituality of thoſe honours, and of thoſe obligations, 
would talk of & anal in this a. ow raſh pro- 
ceeding? 
In every anmoverty whers truthis oppoſed, Wers 
is, what the acute Stapferus has called a #pwror hides, 
a primary error. In that part of the debate between 
5 us, 
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„ 
us, which relates to the proper ſubjects of baptiſm, 

your leading error, to which the reſt may be reduced, 
ſeems to be, a miſapprebenſion of the viſible kingdom of 
Jeſus Chrift. You are ever in queſt of ſome analogy 
between the external appearances of the preſent diſ- 
penſation, and that of the Sinai Covenant. You 
ſeem continually to forget, that the middle wall of 
partition is thrown down, and are perpetually run- 
ning back to Horeb for divers waſhings, running 
water, and ſprinkling prieſts; or to avail yourſelf of 
circumciſion, or of ſome antient cuſtom, which you 
are ſolicitous to eſtabliſh; becauſe you think it has 
been adopted and improved by the governor of the 
chriſtian church. (P. 2.) But let me intreat you to 
recollect the following declarations of our Lord and 
Maſter: « My Kingdom i is not of this world. John 
« 18. 36.“ 1 Believe me the hour cometh, when 

« ye ſhall neither in this mountain, nor yet at Jeru- 
2 ſalem, worlhip the Father. But the hour cometh 
« and now is, when the 1 true worthippers ſhall war- 
e ſhip the Father i in ſpirit, and in truth: for the Fa- 
« ther ſeeketh ſuch to worſhip him. God is a Spi- 
« rit; and they that worſhip bim, muſt worſhip. 
” him in ſpirit, and in truth. John iv. 21, 23, 
« 24.” Were theſe declarations treated with due 
deference, our. diſpute would be decided. When 
this controverſy is out of ſight, who can ſurpaſs 
many of the brethren, of your own denomination, 
in their excellent comments on theſe important ex- 
 preſſions? But, when baptiſm is the principle ſub- 
Y © 9 jet 
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© enjoined by that religion to which it belongs, and 
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ject of their diſcourſe, what a change! Clouds and 
ſhadows then obſcure their comment, and if we 


are not diſguſted, we are ſure to be diſappointed. 


After your deſcription of Infant baptiſm, thus 


you proceed. * baptiſm] i is the firſt formal rite 


therefore called an ordinance of INITIATION, 
The ſubject i is dedicated thereby to God, under 
the diſtin characters of Father, Son, and Holy 


5 Spirit. And it farther appears, from the lan- 


guage c of the commiſſion, to be the formal badge, 


or appointed token, of the chriſtian religion, 


whereby the ſubjects of it are diſcriminated or 
* diſtinguiſhed from others; . entitled to the Ho- 
* NoRs. of the chriſtian diſpenſation; and obli- 
gated t to OBEY its rules. Hence we read of thoſe 
who were baptized into Chrift, and are therefore 
ſaid to have put on Chriſt : i. e. they are for- 
mally inveſted with the chriſtian name, and are 


under the regulations of the chriſtian religion. A 
perſon baptized E thereby regularly ſet a part, 
under a determinate name or title. He is, in an 
external ſenſe, ; chriſtianixed or chriſtened. —ÞBy 


this ceremony, however, he is not admitted. into 


any particular church, or religious ſociety; but 
ſet apart as a viſible ſubject of Chriſt's king 


dom at large. And farther, this rite by no means 


aſcertains to the ſubject SPIRITUAL and SAVING 
dleſſings; he is hereby marked out, only as a child 
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L a 3 
tc of the kingdom; not, i in n the higheſt ſenſe, a child 


of God.” F. 3. 4.) 


J thought it a pity, Sir, to difonite "OY you 
have thus united. Ideas more oddly aſſociated, 
ſurely are ſeldom ſeen. Inſtead of a grave reply; ; 
for who can be grave in reading the preceding pa- 
ragraph? permit me to indulge the following ſup- 
poſitions. Firſt, let me ſuppoſe that Maſter Bennet 
will live to read your Diſcourſe. While he is yet 
young, and has read nothing better on baptiſm, let 
me further ſuppoſe, that I ſhould be permitted to 
aſk him the following queſtions, and ſhould receive 
from your pupil, the anſwers which I am going to 
introquce.—I confeſs ſuch an interview is improba- 
ble. But were it to take place, at a certain period, 
and had the child no ſuſpicion of my deſign, it is pro- 


bable we ſhould thus chat together. Vou have read, 


Maſter Bennet, Mr. Horſey's pamphlet on Infant 
baptiſm. Ves, Sir, often.” —Then you can tell 


me what he means by Infant baptiſm. r 


« can. By Infant baptiſm, Mr. Horſey means In- 
fant ſprinkling, or the ſprinkling of Infants.”---And 
what is infant ſprinkling ? „It is chriſtian baptiſm.” 


And what elſe do you call it? „It is a formal | 


«. rite. The firſt formal rite, Sir.” And what elſe? 

« Ttisan ordinance of initiation.”---And what elſe? 
« It is a formal badge,”---And what elfe? „It is 
— Bae token.“ -And what elfe? © It is 


a ceremony.“ Well my dear, you have not a bad 


memory. Perhaps, you can alſo tell me what In- 
E | fant. 


1 = 1 


fant ſprinkling, ar your being fpriokled when an in- 
Ro did for you. Ves, I can.” — Do, then. Why. 
« by it, I was chriſtianigad. Then you were not 
born a chriſtian, though born of. chriſtian parents? 
4 No, Sir, I was not a chriſtian 'till I was chriſlened.· 
| —Very good. But what elſe did this chriſtening do 
for you? „Why, Sir, I was thereby dedicated. to 
% God.” —By. whom? «© By Mr. Horſey.”---In, 
deed! — Was any thing elſe done for you. Ves, I. 
« was thereby diſcriminated or. diſtinguiſhed. from. 
« others. How ſo? Did it leave any mark on 
your body? No, I believe not. But what it 
10 might do at firſt, I cannot tell.“ —- Is this all "OM 
No, it entitled me to the Honors of the chriſ- 
« tian diſpenſation. Ahl my dear, take care how. 
you admit that ſentiment. The real honours of the 
chriſtian diſenſation, are ſpiritual and eternal. Nor 
can we have any title to thoſe honours, but by the 
ſpecial donation of the Son of God.---But go on 
It laid me under an obligation to OBEY its rules.“ 
Then you were ſomething. after being ſprinkled,. 
which you were not before. Ves; Before I was: 
* ſprinkled, I was not a chriſtian. But after that 
act, I was chri/tianized. Before I was ſprinkled, 
J was not [baptized into Chrift. After that act 1 
r was. Before I was ſprinkled, I had not put on 
% Chriftl. In that act, I put on the Lord. Why, 
my dear, how can this be, ſince when you were 
ſprinkled, you did nothing, nor even knew. what was 


done to you? 40 Q 2 Sit, the i. is this. I was 
e formally 


* 


WA 


of any religious ſociety ? 


{ 


T7] 
cc formally des. with the clifitian name, and 
40 brought under the regulations of the chriſtian reli 
« gion: for, I was regularly ſet apart, under a dd. 
1 terminate name or title. „Are you then a mem 
ber of any particular en 4. No, Sir. Or 


0. Where are you 
then? In what is 1 called the world? © No, 
« Sir, I am a viſible ſubje& of Chrift's kingdom'at 
« . large.” At large, indeed! But if a viſible ſubs 
ject of the kingdom of Chriſt, does not that, and all 


you have mentioned, give you ſorhe right to ſpiri- 


tual and ſaving bleſſings? © No, Sir, none of theſe 


« things do by any means, aſcertain” to me thoſe 


« bleſlings.. For, Jam marked out, only as a child of 
« the kingdom; I am not, Sir, in the higheſt ſenſe, 


« a child of God. God grant, my dear, you may 


live to be born again, and to ſurmount the prejudices 
and perplexities of your preſent education, on what 


vou are taught to call Infant baptiſm ! | FEY 
| What can you mean Brother Horſey, by teaching 
a poor child to talk in this manner? what can you 


mean by what you have ſaid, and unſaid, of Infant 


baptiſm ? Vou ſeem to play with it, as a boy. ſome- 
times plays with a tenifball. He throws it down 


with force, on purpoſe to make it mount on high. 
Yet he knows it cannot long continue there. Down 
again it falls. Only by force it is made to riſe for a 
few moments from its original ſituation. I wonder 
you are not wearied with ſimilar diverſion. Vu 


know, Sir, that the kingdom of our Nane is a ſpi- _ 


ec 2 . ritual 


_— 


r 
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tual kingdom. Vou know, that its nature, promi- 


Jes, honors and obligations, are ſpiritual. You 
Know, that its ſubjects, worſhip, weapons of war- 


fare, preſent and future bleſſings, in ſhort, every 
ching, that is a real part of this admirable kingdom, 
is truly ſpiritual. Why then, is this concealed to 


' ſerve ſo poor a purpoſe, as you have ventured to pur- 


fue. Of the kingdom or church of Chriſt, you muſt 
permit me to introduce occaſional remarks. In tak- 


ing this liberty, I keep two ends in view. One is, 
to unite if poſſible, edification with contention. The 


other inducement is this, That as miſapprehenſions 


of the kingdom of our Lord, lie at the core of this con- 


troverſy, theſe remarks may be uſeful; they cannot 
be deemed digreſſions from the ſubject in debate. 

Dr. Erſkine*, though a pædobaptiſt, ſpeaks with 
peculiar: freedom of the ſpirituality of the kingdom 
of Chriſt ; nor does he ſeem to care how much it mi- 
litates againſt his own practice, in reſpect of Infant 
baptiſm. His words are, The church and the body | 
« of Chriſt are ſynonimous expreſſions, 1 Cor. Xil. 
« 12, 13. Eph. i. 23. iv. 16. Col. i. 24. It is 
« evident, that, in theſe paſſages, the apoſtle ſpeaks of 
« the true myſtical body of Chriſt. For we are told 
7 1 Cor. xii. 13. that by one ſpirit we are all bap- 
tied into one body. And that from Chriſt, the 
© whole body fitly joined together, and compacted 


by that which every joint ſupplieth, according to 
4 the effectual working in the meaſure of every part, 


« maketh increaſe of the body, unto the edifying 
| | : | ( of 


® Sec his Theological Diſſertations, P. 75. 


— 


Coils] 


of itſelf in love, Eph. iv. 16. It is equally 
« plain, that the apoſtle; ſpeaks of particular viſible 
« churches, reaping benefit from the various gifts of 
« their teachers. Therefore, every particular viſible ' 
« church, was conſidered by the apoſtles, as com- 
« poſed only of true believers: and thoſe not 
« baptized with' the holy Ghoſt, were accounted by 
« them, no members of Chriſt's myſtical body. 
„What then ſhall we ſay of thoſe, who in all their 
actions are animated and influenced by the devil, 
« who live after the fleſh, and retain nothing of 
« the chriſtian, ſave the empty name? Chriſtians are 
« as lively ſtones, built up a ſpiritual houſe, an 
% holy prieſthood, to offer up ſpiritual ſacrifices, 
« acceptable to God, by Jeſus Chriſt, 1 Pet. ii. 5. 
And is that, think you, the character of men dead 
in treſpaſſes and ſins?” So fat the Doctor. Suf- 
fer me to aſk, (That if every particular church, was 
conſidered by the apoſtles, as compoſed only of true 
belicvers ; and if thoſe that were not baptized with 
nted by them, no mem- 
WticTbody) whether it can be ſaid 
with truth, 5 1 Infants are viſible . of 
Chan's kingdom at large? 
\ Theſe expreſſions, © baptized into Chriſt, put on 
« Chriſt,” I acknowledge we read of in the New 
Teſtament. + But with your hence, and therefore, 
(P. 3.) how is the apoſtle's meaning. perverted. 
Can you believe that he ſpake of children when he 
made uſe of thoſe expreſſions? You make an Infant's 
being 
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being chriſtiunixed, and it's being chriſtened, the 
ſame thing. (P. 3.) And by ſo doing, you remind 
me of a late act of parliament, in which we Diſ- 
ſenters, have the honor to lay a tax upon ourſelves 
and on our poſterity. In that act, the term chriſ- 
tening is, by choice, inſerted. I confeſs till then, 
- E thought, I ſhould have; offended any proteftant 
miniſter, (not of the church of England,) to have 
faid that he chriſtened children. Phat offence has 
now ceaſed. But the meaning of the term, I was 
yet to learn, till I read your Diſcourſe. Ino find, 
that; with you, to chrifen is to chri itianizt. If ſo, 
what a pity, ſome may ſay, that every child in 
Great Britain is not chri/tianized; ſeeing though this 
favor is not of birth, nor of blaod, it is by the 2011 
of man. Should ſuch 'pity be excited in any, a 
cloſer attention to your ſlender meaning, will cauſe 
it perhaps, to ſubſide. For he will find, it is only 
« jn an externalſenſe,” that you chriſtianixe by chrif- 
tening. And that when the deed is done, whether, 
(to uſe your own ſtrange words,) whether the chriſ- 
tened Infant be © an EMBRIO-ANGEL, or an E- 
BR1O-FIEND,” you cannot tell. (P. 23.) 7 
Dr. Erſkine, when ſpeaking of an external king- 
dom under the preſent Diſpenſation, fays, © If 
« there is an external church, eſſentially different 
« from the internal, and conſiſting of different 1 mem- 
« bers, then, Chriſt has two churches in the world, 


« and is the head of two myſtical bodies. Of old. 


* indeed, God had two "different: kinds of Sagi | 
a | 46 * x A 


« the natural auen of Abraham, and his 
7 ſpiritual ſeed: Jews.: outwardly, and Jews in- 
« wardly ; thoſe born after the fleſh,” and theſe: by 
40 the promiſe. But now, tlie ſlaves of ſin, are no 
more a part of God's family, John viii. 35. Thoſe 
« born after the fleſn, are caſt out of the church, 
* Gal. Iv. 230: And he only is Abraham's 


4 ſeed,. and a-Jew,. in the New Teſtament ſenſe of 


« the word, who is one inwardly ; walking in the 
« ſteps of the faith of Abraham, and doing his 


« works, John vill. 39- Hen. Us 16. Rom. ii. 
« 28. 20. We 14... Mts th How, Sir, you 


will be able to confute this acute writer in the pre- 
ceding quotation, or how, either he, or you, can 
reconcile theſe remarks with Infant ſprinkling, as 

an act of divine worſhip, you, perhaps, may gueſs, 


but I cannot. | - 


You invite your reader to review the cm ion 
in Matt. xxviii. 19. 20. and to obſerve, whether 
it does not agree with that account which I have 
quoted from the 3d and 4th page of your Defence. 
I accept, Sir, your invitation. And having ſo done, 
« I deſire you to conſider, that if any law or com- 
«« miſſion, does enjoin, and particularly mention 
« two or more things. to be done, the ſaid law or 


| © commiſſion, does equally oblige to the perform- 


« ance of zach of thoſe things, and render one as ne- 


4% ceſlary and indiſpenſible as the other; unleſs there 
| © be ſome particular exception to the contrary, - 


- "Chua J udges, for e are empowered and 
. 


[ 28 1 


obliged to try and give judgment, in fuch and 


ſuch cauſes. If they only hear them, they don't 
diſcharge their duty ; ; but are equally obliged to 
determine and give ſentence according to law. 
For the authority which obliges to one, 1s equal 
in its obligation with reſpec to the other, — Now, 
ſince the commiſſion to baptize, mentions teach- 
ing as well as baptizing, without making any diſ- 
tinction, or ſaying any thing of one, which is not 
ſaid of the other ; therefore, this commiſſion does. 
equally oblige both to reach and to Bbaptixe. And 
upon this principle, the commiſſion under con- 
ſideration, cannot comprehend Infants. For the 


words do neceſſarily oblige to teach all whom they 


intend ſhould be baptized. And this teaching, 
muſt always as neceſſarily precede their being bap- 
tized. Both which articles do very plainly ex- 
clude Infants ; becauſe they are not capable of 
being taught at all.— Let it be farther obſerved, 
that the only ſubjects ſpoken of, are all Nations. 
The things ſaid of theſe ſubjects are, that they 


mult be taught, and' that they mult be baptized, 


Now, both theſe being ſaid of the ſame ſubjects, 
we may form the words into theſe two propoſi- 
tions; for they are virtually two; vis. Teach 
all Nations, and Baptize all Nations ---How, then, 


can you perſuade yourſelf, contrary to the expreſs 


words of the ſcripture, that ſome only are to be 
taught, whilſt others may as well be baptized 
without any inſtruction at all? Since, then, the 

; Com- 
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© commiſſion, leaves no room, in the leaſt, for any 
« diſtinctions, but ſpeaks indifferently and univer- 

: MW fally of all; whatit enjoins on one, it equally en- 
0 joins on all; there remains only one of theſe two 
extremes to be choſen; either that teaching. muſt 

« always, or that it muſt never precede baptiſm.”--- 
Nobody dare ſay, that none are to be taught before 

« they are baptized: this would ſhock every rational 

«* enquirer, it is ſo groſs, and palpable an error, as 

« mightbe ſhewn from the nature of the thing, and 

« the e order obſerved in the ee ſee 


„ 


* 


« not pretend they | muſt never teach any dete they 
« baptize them; but on the contrary, make it * * 
cx ceſſary, : at leaſt in ſome caſes, to teach firſt... | 
« jf it muſt be ſo in fome caſes, then, as I have ul 
« fore demonſtrated, it muſt be ſo in all. og 
0 To evade the force of all this, it bas been a an- 
'« ſwered, and I muſt needs ſay ridiculouſly enough, 
« 'That. Infants are to be taught likewiſe, viz. when 
45 they come to age, and are capable of it; fo that, 
© though the commiſſion does require all who are 
„ baptized, to be taught alſo, yet that does not ex- 
« clude Infants.” | | 
44 But, in the firſt place, 1 have juſt now v ſhewn, 
« that all muſt be taught before they can be re- 
gularly baptized; and this unavoidably excludes 
« Infants. Secondly, ſuppoſing the commiſſion 
« could allow of this comment, then it may run 
„ thus: Go teach all Nations, even Infants too when 
8 they are e grown up, &c. i. e. when they ceaſe to 
. „„ : * BY 


% 


1 E 3 ; 

« be Infants. This ſhift can be of no ſervice. For 
10 if the term all Nations, only means Adult-per- 
« ſons, and Infants when grown up, the queſtion 
« will be at an end, and we are agreed. Tis a 
pretty odd diſtinction, indeed, but you ſhall have 
« "jt, if you pleaſe, and we will allow that Infants 
« when they are grown up, (that is, when they 
* come out of that ignorant ſtate, and are no lon- 
« ger Infants, but Adult-perſons,) may be bap- 
* tized. And if this will reconcile. us, let us in- 
« ſtead of diſturbing each other, unite hencefor- 
« ward in a common oppoſition of thoſe enemies 
« to the ſacraments of our moſt haly religion, 
« who dare wholly caſhier. and reject the ordi- 
* nance.” '---See Dr. Gale 8 Reſſections, on Mr. 
Walls Hiſtory of Infant Baptiſm, 2 247---255- 
But obſerve, I have both abridged, and given a 
different turn to ſome of the Doctor 8 words 3 in 1 this 
Jong quotation. * Ny 
Such, Sir, are my ſentiments of the 8 you 
have invited me to review, with the reſt of your 
readers: ſentiments which 1 embraced long before I 
faw Dr. Gale's Reflections. Whether theſe remarks, 
or your's beſt agree with the ſenſe of that yg. 
ſage, I ſhall only ſay, Con ſider. 

„Let it be obſerved, that the word INN is 
« here tranſlated. teaching (J. $aoxovles) is. different 
« from what was ſo rendered before (cable); 3 

« plainly intimating, that the ſame idea is not in- 


* tended; 1 28 that the firſt word means, as I have 
« ſaid 


is Dr. Whit L 


t 31 ] 
"e faid di ſciple, and this propetly fignifies, inftruce- 
© ing, like a parent or maſter his children or ſcho- 
« lars; evidently referring to the ſubſequent diſ- 
« courſes. of the Apoſtles, to be delivered in conſe- 
« quence. of their baptiſm, to thoſe who had been 
by that rite admitted into the ſchool of 3 


« or diſcipled to him.“ (P. 4.) 


In my turn, let me intreat you to recollect, how 
many pædabaptiſis, learned as yourſelf, you venture 
to contradict by hat you have ſaid in the preced- 
A quotation. Of what weight, then, can ybur 


aſſertion be, ſo deſtitute of proof, even with your 


Own people 2. Out of the many to whom I have re- 
ferred, I. take the Uberty to mention two. The firſt 
, in his note on Matt. xxviil. 19. 

He, though fully aware, it would be ſaid, he had 
yielded, too much to the Antipædobaptiſtt, obſerves, 
„ that avakuw here, is to preach the Goſpel 15 all 
« Nations, and to engage them to believe it, in order 
1 to theix, profeſſion of that faith by baptiſm. This, 


ſays the Doctor, ſeems apparent 1.) From the pa- 


rallel commiſſion, Mark xvi. 15. Go preach the 
% Goſpel. to every creature, be that believeth, and is 


baptized, hall be ſaved. 2.) From the ſcripture 


« notion of a diſciple, that being ſtill the ſame as a 


1 believer.” Of which the learned Doctor produces 
ſtriking inſtances, among the diſciples: of Mo ofes, of 


John the Baptiſt, and of Feſus Chriſt; both before 
and after his reſurrection. After his reſurrection, 


he obleryes, © all that believed on him, had no other 


« name, 


rr Sr er” | 
* V 
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name, for a ſeaſon, but that of his al iſeiples,. Ads ix. 


« 1,'10, 19, 21, 38. As when it is ſaid, the di/- 
* ciples were multiplied, Acts vi. 1, 2, 7. Though 
« afterwards, at Antioch, the diſciples began to be 
4 called Chriftians, Acts xi. 26. And what ſort 
of diſciples they were, the context fully determines. 
They were ſuch as believed and turned unto the 
Lord. Such as were exhorted, that with purpoſe of 
heart they would cleave unto him. Infants, how- : 
ever, were not called Chriftians at "Antioch. Toa 
diſtant city, and a darker day, we muſt have recourſe 


for the origin of that injurious invention.---The 


other learned pædobaptiſt, I would quote on this 
occaſion, is the venerable Venema. See Mr. Booth's 

pædobaptiſm examined, P. 319. Venema having 
produced the commiſſion to baptize, from Matt. 
xxviii. 19, 20. ſays; „This is an excellent paſſage, 
« and explains the whole nature of baptiſm. Before 
« perſons were baptized, it was neceſſary for them 
« to believe the-preaching of the Apoltles ; which 
« faith they were to profeſs in baptiſm. For the 
4 word p92, in the'ftile of the New Teſta- 


« ment, does not ſignify barely to admit Into a ſchool | 


« and infirution;” (which you have ventured to in- 
« finuate it does, (P. 4.) but to admit, after the 
« doctrine is believed, and after a previous ſubjec- 
« tion to the fundamental ' laws of the ſchool. 
« Med nee Twe, is to teach a perſon effectually, ſo 
« that he may learn, obey, and receive the doc- f 


* trine by faith. It includes, therefore aποννν xas faden, 


1 to 


I % 
. 3 5 0 
*g Me” wh . 1 
3 1 


1 to hear, to underſtand, and ta admit for true; 
6 fow pay Nauen, to learn, ſignifies an idea diſtin from 
« axovows, to hear. Vid. Rag 4 ad. - John vi. 
cc 45. 929 , 
ane theſe learned MEE of your own, I beg 

leave to add, that if you have, and why ſhould 1 
doubt it, a diſpoſition to conſult the learned and 
| laborious Dr. Gale, on the word in queſtion, I 
think you will obtain complete ſatisfaction of the 
full meaning of that term, which, I take it for 
granted, you have not yet attentively conſidered. But 
as you may not have his Reflections at hand, I take 
the liberty to ſubjoin the following remarks. «© The 
« word [ pa$n7:vo, teach] in the baptiſmal commiſſion 
of Matthew,1s uſed only three times more in all the 

New Teſtament. Every ſcribe WHICH IS Ix- 
% gTRUCTED [ panty e] into the kingdom of heaven. | 

Matt. xiii. 52. Joſeph who alſo himſelf was JESUS's 

« DISCIPLE. Matt. xxvii. 57. [«paInrewvor rw Ince] 
« When they had preached the. gaſþel to that city, and 
„HAD TAUGHT many [ patnreuoas)y | Acts xiv. 27. 
« They did not barely preach the goſpel, but taught 
« ſa effectually as to prevail on many to become diſ- 
« ciples, or belitugrs. This is the plain import of 
« the original.---So that whereas paInrovo implies 
teaching, full as much as the more common word 
| ac [XIaoxw] the difference j is, that the former has a 
more preciſe and determinate meaning; conveying 
« to the Apoſtles this idea, viz, So teach the people, as 
| D | *« to 
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te to perſuade them to become my diſciples.“ See ® , 
courſe of Letters to Bp. Hoadly, P. 78, 79. 

That they who were baptized by the Apoltles, 
« were afterwards gradually inſtructed in the grand 


« truths of chriſtianity---encouraged and fortified 


« by its declarations 'and promiſes---and urged to a 


« conſiſtent performance of all its important duties,” 


(P. 4, 5.) we admit. And with us, from the day of 


baptiſm to the day of death, this practice is ſtill 


continued. But that any perſon was ever baptized 
by any apoſtle of Jeſus Chriſt, uninſtructed in the 
leading truths of chriſtianity, or not profeſſing to 
believe them, this, Sir, is not admiſſible.---The 


goſpel was publiſhed by the apoſtles to all nations, 
for the obedience of faith. Rom xvi. 26. Not fo 


all, in all nations; But to all that were able to hear 


it. And as any, through grace, believed, he became 


obedient to the goſpel. But where that divine re- 
port was not received, whether it was from a per- 
verſe diſpoſition, or from natural incapacity, there 
neither was, nor indeed could be, that obedience 
which the goſpel was publiſhed to promote. If 
« ye love me, keep my commandments, John XIV. 
4 15.” This is the order that Chriſt has eſtabliſhed. 
« If any man 585 me, he will keep my words, 
« John xiv. 23. This is a un which our Lord 
aſſerts. But, in Infant ſprinkling, you are un- 


mindful of theſe things.---Review, Sir, what you 


have written on this ſubje&, and deliberately con- 
ſider, whether, with all the applauſe which it is 
0 2 | ſaid 


1 

ſaid you have obtained from ſome, you have obtain- 
ed it with unſullied nnn in Lys OWN con- 
ſcience. 5 : | 

A traveller may hi ſo ſituated on his 4 journey, that, 
of three or four ſeparating paths before him, he 
knows not which to chooſe. Travellers are of dif- 
ferent diſpoſitions. Some are full of conceit. Others 
are full of conjecture. Some are full of prejudice. 
Others are without any peculiar prejudice, in fas 


vor of any path; they only wiſh to find the right. 


And when they do, are determined though they ſhould 


walk alone, to purſue it. In a mental and moral 


ſenſe we are pilgrims and ſtrangers. And in every 
thing that is practical, much depends on our diſpo- 
ſition. We cannot go forward with ſafety, unleſs 
we are reſolved to let the word of God be a lamp 
unto our feet, and a light unto our path. Long 
ſince J ſought and obtained this reſolution, i in re- 
ſpect of believers baptiſm. 

I ſaw much was ſaid of bapriſm in the New- 
Teſtament. I heard different opinions relative to 
this poſitive inſtitution. But-it was indifferent to 
me, whether infants or adults were the proper ſub- 
jects; whether ſprinkling or immerſion was the 
only mode. I believed, however, that truth was 
immutable; and that it could only be with one of 


the oppoſing parties. I read without prejudice; at 
leaſt, in favor of my preſent practice. I prayed that 


I might know and diſcharge my duty. You know 


the conſequence. But though I have been baptized, 


1 on 


„ 5 
on a profeſſion of my faith, more than three and 
twenty years, I have never written any thing pro- 
feſſedly on this ſubject. Bear with me, then, if I 
make haſte ſlowly. Who can anſwer as conciſely 
as others can aſſert ? Be not offended with my free- 
dom. For, notwithitanding the liberty I take as 
a diſputant, you will find it is reſtricted to the nature 
and manner of your Defence. I do not doubt, were 


I to ſee ſome other production of yours, detached 


from 'this controverſy, I ſhould have as much to 
applaud as I have now to cenſure. I wiſh I may 
enjoy that pleaſure. But if F never ſhould, believe 


me to be, what I er am, your ref] pectful hum- 
ble r, e . [ 


March 29, 1786.  Jonun MARTIN. 
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HEN J call to > 1 nature and * 


learned pædobaptſt minſters have publiſhed in this 
controverſy, I am at a loſs to determine whether 
the conduct of the people among whom you labour, 
is to be cenſured or commended. Are your friends 


ſo intelligent, that however you, and other learned 


pædobaptiſts may contradict yourſelves, by what 
vou preach and by what you publiſh, they can, un- 
der every diſadvantage, perceive what is duty? Or 
do they hear ſo much of rites and ceremonies, of 
antient cuſtoms and modern conjectures, that they 
prefer their own quiet to cloſe inveſtigation ? Be 
Which it may, your peace is connected with their 


patience. For ſhould they once perceive, as with 


due ſearch they would, that there is hardly one ar- 
gument or one text, which you urge in favor of 


Infant ſprinkling, which ſome of your brethren in 


the miniſtry, of equal learning and of equal repu- 


tation with yourſelf, does not abandon, the conſe- 


quence would be ann If you value your 
preſent 


number of thoſe contradictions which 


* 


* profeſſion of their faith and repentance.“ (P. 5.0) : 
But you are © apprehenſive, that ſufficient. reaſons 


r 33 |}. 


preſent peace, ſilence on this ſubject, will be your. 


advantage. You have thought otherwiſe. What 
you may think in future, when you and your friends 
have purſued a little longer the method that now 
ſeems to be adopted, the effects of thoſe united 
efforts will ere long determine. 


Your ſecond propoſition is thus introduced.--- 
Having ſtated my views of the nature of chriſtian 
* baptiſm, I am, ooondly,. To juſtify the admini- 


« ſtration of it to INFANTS.” (F. oy 


Our errors are ſeldom ſingle. Becauſe, we ſel- py 
dom aſſert what is erroneous, without attempting 
to juſtify that error. But what do you urge in Juſti- 


fication of Infant baptiſm ? That we do not read 


of the baptiſm of adult perſons in the Acts of the 
Apoſtles? No, you admit of this fact, and that they 


required of ſome, © previous to the ceremony, a 


« may be given, why their baptizing the adult is 
« diſtintly mentioned, in perfect conſiſtency with 


their baptizing CHILDREN, and a comparative 
« ſilence reſpecting them.“ (P. 5.) Had the hiſtory : 


of the Acts been written, as you conſtantly ſuppoſe 


it was, by pædobaptiſts, whence is it, that there is 
ſuch a filence of Infant ſprinkling, as even you are 
compelled to confeſs there is? Would a modern 
pædobaptiſt have written, think you, as Luke has 


on the poſitive inſtitution now in debate! ? To ſolve 
ils * you ſay, „The caſe” of the Apoſtles 


OG 


2 


: (- 
at that period was peculiar.” And you add, 1 
« will endeavour to ſtate it with all pal ible honeſty 


and plainneſs.“ 


Vour prejudices conſidered, you have done, I 
believe, what you propoſed, But all the “ poſſible 
« honeſty,” of a man under the influence of preju- 


dice, is frequently unable to ſatisfy an impartial 
reader. That I have read what you have ſtated 


without any prejudice, I will not affirm. That I 
wiſhed and endeavoured to do it, is a fact. Yet, 
that I am diſſatisfied you will be convinced. And 
that I have ſome reaſon to complain of your ſtate- 
ment, after yeu have read the following remarks, 
you will not, I preſume, deny. 

The Apoſtles preached a religion which had 
« never been profeſſed before.” (P. 5.) They were 
authorized by Chriſt, to teach A NEW RELIGION.” 
(P. 6.) A religion which till then had not been re- 
vealed. (P. 6.) Theſe and other expreſſions which 
tend to give the reader a ftrong idea of the novelty 
of the chriſtian religion, I cannot approve. Was 
not the, goſpel preached to others in the earlieſt ages, 
as well as to us -in the preſent? How then were 
ſinners ſaved | We have, and let us be thankful for 


it, both a clearer and a ſtronger manifeſtation of the 


Divine mercy than the ancient Jews, in general, 
obtained. But the mercy manifeſted in ſalvation, 
is in every age the ſame, When it is convenient, 
you too are of the ſame opinion. For, in (P. 13, 
you ſay, « We Gentiles, as a wild olive tree, are 

D 4 - graffed 


** 


* 
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« graffed in among them, [ namely, the Jews,] and 
% with them partake of the root and fatneſs of the 
olive tree.” So you quote and apply Rom. XI. 
„ by ſo doing, you wiſh to prove, 
There is not a word in the New Teſtament, 
« which intimates an abridgment of our priviledges : :- 
« or, that the chriſtian diſpenſation of religion is 
inferior to any preceding.”---And what then? 


Ergo, Infants are to be ſprinkled. In a ſubſequent 
letter we will weigh the force of this inference. 


« The chriſtian diſpenſation was- not completed 


till Chriſt roſe from the dead.“ (P. 5.)---I ſhould 
imagine you meant to ſay, that till then it did not 


.commence. Though from what follows, it is not 
_ eaſy to collect your meaning. For you add, . The 
% Apoſtles therefore, went forth authorized by 
« Chriſt, to teach a NEW RELIGION ; while John, 
« the forerunner of our I.ord, had a little prepared 
« his hearers for it; proclaiming the kingdom of 
« God is at hand.“ (P. 6.) The obſcurity of this 
paſſage, and of others, ought to have been removed 


in your ſecond Edition. But what you have ſaid of 


a new religion, unrevealed and unknown till the 
Apoſtles were ſent forth to preach it, if you have 
any meaning that is worth notice, many will be un- 
able to perceive it, and to ſome, your mode of ex- 
preſſion muſt be offenſive. Let us conſider” this 

matter more attentively. 5 wo 
The father of John the Baptiſt, en filled with 
;the Holy Ghoſt, ſaid, « NNE be- the Lord Gad 
of 


L 4 ] 

2 of Tſrae), for he hath viſited and redeemed his 
« people, and hath raiſed up a horn of ſalvation for 
« us in the houſe of David; as he ſpake by the 
« mouth of his holy prophets which have been 
4 ſince the world began. Luke i. 68—70.” Chriſt, 
himſelf, when contending with the Jews, appealed 
to their own records to confirm the truth of his miſ- 
fion and the dignity of his character: “ Search the 
„ ſcriptures ; for in them ye think ye have eternal 
e r they are they which teſtify of me. John 


« v. 29.” He appealed to the ſame teſtimony when 


he corrected thoſe miſapprehenſions which his firſt 
followers had formed of him and of his conduct. 
« O fools, and flow of heart to believe all that the 
« prophets have ſpoken! Ought not Chriſt to have 
« ſyffered theſe things, and to enter into his glory? 


« And beginning at Moſes, and all the prophets, 
« he expounded unto them in all the {criptures, the 


« things concerning himſelf. Luke xxiv. 25=27.” 


The Apoſtles alſo conſtantly purſued the ſeme chain 
of argument. Paul, as his manner was, in a ſyna- 
gogue of the Jews, reaſoned with them out of the 
ſcriptures: opening and alledging, that Chriſt muſt 


needs have ſuffered, and riſen again from the dead; 
and that, that Jeſus whom he preached unto them 
was the promiſed Meſſiah. - See Acts xvii. 3. And 
when he was brought before. Agrippa, he ſaid, 
HFaving therefore obtained help of God, I conti- 
« nue to this day, witneſſing both to ſmall and 
1 e Sing: none other things than thoſe which 
;- 40 the 
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„the prophets and Moſes, did fay ſhould come: 
« That Chriſt ſhould ſuffer, and that he ſhould be 
« the firſt that ſhould riſe from the dead, and ſhould 
« ſhow light unto the _ and to the Gentiles. 
Rs Xxvi- 22, 23. | | 
So much, Sir, for your NEW RELIGION ; 8 e 
you have ſtated as unknown till the Apoſtolic age: 
an idea which the preceding quotations. expreſsly 
contradict. © Judaiſm at the time of Chriſt's. 
425 coming, was the fame with chriſtianity; and nat 
« in oppoſition to it; ſd that there was no ſuch, ; 
«© thing as converſion from Judaiſm to Chriſtianity, 

«, —Judaiſm,” (as repugnant to the goſpel) «not 
« .exiſting until the oppoſition to Jeſus being the 
« Meſſiah became general and national; after that, 
indeed, thoſe of the Jewiſh nation who believed 
e in Chriſt, may be ſaid to be proſelytes from 

« Judaiſm to Chriſtianity, as the Apoſtle Paul and 
others.“ See Dr. Gill on Baptiſm, in bis Prac- 
2: 3 + Heat Body of Divinity, P. 329, 330. | 
Four inference from the ſuppoſed novelty of 
chriſtianity is this: © Under theſe circumſtances, 
then, you ſee, the perſons who attended upon the 

« preaching of the Apoſtles, had never received 

« chriſtian baptiſm at all: they could not, for the 
« reaſon juft mentioned, the chriſtian religion hav- 
ing neyer been till then revealed.“ (P. 6.) What 

follows is to this purpoſe.; That as the perſons who 
attended upon the preaching of the Apoſtles, had never 
received criſtian baptiſm at all, they confiſtently ad- 

miniſtered 
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miniſtered this ordiance to SUCH CONVERTS = upon . 
« 2a profeſſion of their repentance and faith But 
« who can juſtifiably infer from hence, that the 
* CHILDREN of theſe a were raided a 
(P. 6, 7.) 

I anſwer ; Either the children of theſe denen 
had as you expreſs it, never received baptiſm at all 
before they were ſprinkled, or, in ſome ſenſe, theß 
had received it. If not at all, then, according to 
your own views of what is con/i/tent, a profeſſion of 
their repentance and faith ſhould precede their ſub- 
miſſion to this duty. But, if you ſay, that the chil- 
Uren of theſe proſelytes had received baptiſm before 
they were ſprinkled, I aſk, how? was it as Levi 
payed tithes in Abraham? For he was yet in the 
Joins of his father when Melchizedec met him. 
Heb. vii. 9, 10. But if theſe children were bap- 
tized in their parents, why do you contend that the 
Children of ſuch proſelytes, ſhould be ſprinkled? Is 
it, that they might be baptized more completely? 
Are you then, at laſt, what I am not, an ana-bapti/t? 
1 am not diſpoſed to cavil. I am ſerious in this re- 
mark. It appears to me, that you believe, if any 
perſon has not received chriſtian baptiſm at all, he 
ought not to receive it, but upon a profeſſion of his 
repentance and faith. But if he be the child of a 
proſelyte to chriſtianity, he is ſuppoſed, in ſome 
profound ſenſe I cannnot reach, to be baptized in 
or with, or by, his parent; at least, ſome how or 


__ he i is not like other children; and therefore, 
your 


your opinion Why: oe! Ow to be be ſprint * not to 
be rejected. 

Children as weht whether they are the barn * 
of proſelytes or Pagans, are not rejected by us. It 
is the imprudent requeſt of a fond and thoughtleſs, 
or miſguided parent, that we reject; and not the 
petition of a child. I have baptized ſome in a ſtate 
of childhood. I do not repent. And if it pleaſed 
God to call any to the knowledge of himſelf in a 
ſtate of infancy, and to give him power to make 
that evident, with-ability to requeſt a perſonal ſub- 
miſſion to this duty, who could forbid water that he, 
though an infant, ſhould not be baptized ? But if a 
parent of any deſcription, ſhould requeſt us to do 
that, as a religious act, which the Lord has not 
commanded, which his moſt faithful and intelligent 

ſervants, the Apoſtles, never performed, nor in- 
ſtructed us to perform, are we therefore to comply ? 
God forbid !—« Our practice is not at all concerned 
„ with the parents of the perſons baptized by us, 
„ whether they be Chriſtians, Jews, Turks, or 
« Pagans ; but. with the perſons themſelves, whe- 
ther they are believers in Chriſt or no; if they are 
the adult offspring of Chriſtians, yet unbaptized, 
« it is no objection to us; and if they are not, it is 
4 no bar in the way of admitting them to baptiſm, 
« if they themſelves are believers; many, and it 
« may be the greater part of ſuch baptized by us, 
« are the adult offspring of thoſe who, without 
1% 66 breach of charity, cannot be conſidered as cheid 
'q | „„ a ” tians.“ 
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« tians.” See Dr. Gill on Baptiſm, in his Prac- 
tical Body of Divinity. . 5 

« Pagan nations, you. inform us,; ©< had been 
« accuſtomed to rites, introductory to their own. 


« religions.” (P. 6.) No doubt. And Dr. Gill 


thought, that the pædobaptiſts would derive more 


materials for Infant baptiſm, in conſulting what 
is ſaid of the baptiſm of the ancient heathens, and 
its rites, than that of the Jews. A learned writer, 


it ſeems, ſays, It is a ſort of preamble to it. Sper- 


lingius de baptiſmo veterum Ethnicorum.. See Dr. 


| Gill's Diſſertation concerning the Baptiſm of Jewiſh 


Proſelytes, at the cloſe of his Practical Body of Di- 
vinity. You add, The Jewiſh people and their 
wy children, had been introduced into the religion of 


« Moſes by circumciſion.” (P. 6.) And what of all 


this? Does it therefore follow, that ſome cuſtom 
already in uſe, though of doubtful diſputation, muſt 


be adopted, that neither Jews nor Pagans may be 


offended.? But I obſerve, Sir, you are much more 
concerned to remove a ſtumbling block out of the 
way of the Jews, than ſrom the Gentile nations, 
(P. 13444) vet you muſt own, that from the 


period you mention to this day, God hath viſited 


the Gentiles to take out of them a people for his 


Name. And to this agree the words of the pro- 


cc phets; ; as it is written, After this, I will return 
« and will build again the tabernacle of David, 


„which is fallen down: and I will build again the | 


« ruins thereof, and I will ſet it up: That the re- 
| « {idue 


"> 35" 
ICE, 


= ö ag 0 . ang w 5 — * $06 — 0 
— , g 2 ; — 
C . 


* = 
= "x * , 

—__ me 4 — , 

Fe 1 Us — —— lei 2 

A wo —_—_ * 
* 
r £ 
P n — — — 
” # aan 
—— * 


ö 
! 
4 
1 


: 
#: 
þ 
ts 
2 = 
"2 
1 
89 
17 
i 
. 
f 
1 
1 
N 
5 
3 


_ — 


PP 
— * 


W 


* 
= =p * 
— . n —— fa ERA 


—— — rr — age +ne—rwcnn 
; i 


4 W C TE TI 


—— 
„ „„ 


D 4 3 


« ſidue of men he ſeek after the Lord, and alf 
« the Gentiles upon whom my Name' is called, 
« faith the Lord, who doth all theſe things. Acts 
xv. 14, 15, 16.“ And to the Meſſiah it was ſaid, 
« Tt is a light thing that thou ſhouldeſt be my ſer- 
« yant, to raiſe up the tribes of Jacob, and to re- 
« ſtore the preſerved of Iſrael: I will alſo give thee 


“ for a light to the Gentiles, that thou mayeſt be 


« my ſalvation to the ends of the earth. If. xlix. 6. 
But your attachment to the ancient Jews i is far 
from being uniform. At one time, we are graffed 5 


in among them. (P. 13) At another, they and the 


ſurrounding Pagans are placed almoſt on a level; 
each of them with repentance and faith,“ ni 


= ing a falſe or imperfect diſpenſation of religion, 


« and embracing one that is true, compleat and per- 
10 petual : or, in other words, rejecting Ipo ATRY 
4% and JUDAISM, andreceiving the doctrines and laws 
% of CHRISTIANITY. (P.6.Y” What you have aid in 
this page, may tempt ſome to imagine, that the 


difference between Paganiſm and Judaiſm was not 


ſo great as in fact it really was. But recollect, Sir, 


The ancient Pagans, by all their wiſdom, knew not 


God. In Judah, however, God was known. His 
Name was great in Iſrael. In Salem alſo was his 
Tabernacle, and his dwelling place in Zion. Pſal. 
Ixxvi. 1, 2. He ſhewed his word unto Jacob, his 
ſtatutes and his judgments unto Iſrael. He did not 


deal ſo with any nation: and as for his judgments 
they did not know them. Pf. cvii. 19, 20. 


It 


191 
It is true, the Jews, as a body politic, were hor- 
by depraved when Chriſt appeared among them. 
Vet Jeruſalem, even at that mournful period, was 


neither Athens, nor Rome. In the polluted city, 
righteouſneſs once dwelt; and in it yet remained 


the word of God; and favored with that light, ſome 


were found who had waited with ardent expectation 


for him who was, and is the confolation of Iſrael. 
Such were Anna and Simeon; Zacharias and Eli- 
zabeth. What had thoſe venerable believers to re- 
nounce in order to receive chriſtianity ? Not any 


thing that I know of, but that external and tempo- 
rary ſyſtem which is commonly called the Sinai Co- 
venant. Why, however, do I call this nothing? 
ſince many who were zealous for the law could not 


give it up; and fince you, Sir, even you, yourſelf, 


ſeem determined to hold it faſt. On the contrary, 
Pagans, as Pagans, were to renounce their idolatrous 
"—— abſolutely, and with deteſtation; as a pro- 
fane ſyſtem of abſurdity and abomination. 

In order to ſupport Infant ſprinkling, you next 


aſcend from Moſes to Abraham. Could nothing 


be found in the life of Adam which would counte- 


nance the antiquity of this acceptable cuſtom ? Thus 


you argue: Abraham, « as à proſelyte from a differ- 
« ent profeſſion, was circumciſed at the age of an 
adult perſon. But becauſe HE was circumciſed, 


% under thoſe circumſtances, at an adult age, are 


4 we to Anfer that ms CHILDREN were not, in their 
i minority © 
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* nmiuority? No; they received the e rite in 
% AA 

Lawyers are well aware hes difficult it is ; to pro- 
duce a cafe in point. I wiſh we had more of their 
fagacity. It would be a means of guarding us 
againſt vicious analogy and ſeeming ſimilitude. But 


_ when was Abraham circumciſed ? Not when he was 


called from Ur, of the Chaldees. Not when the 
Lord ſaid unto him, «© And I will bleſs thee, and 
make thy name great, and thou-ſhalt be a bleſſing.” 
Not when Melchiſedec met/{him and ſaid, ©« Blefled 
be Abram of the Moſt-High God, Poſſeſſor of 
66 8 8 and Earth!” Not when the Almighty 
ſaid, “ Fear not, Abram, I am thy ſhield and ex- 


4 — Wl great reward.” Nat when Iſhmael was 


born, though Abraham then was © fourſcore and 
« ſix years old.” But at the advanced age of 


« ninety years old and nine, he was circumciſed in 


« the fleſh of his fore ſkin. Gen. xvii. 1, 24.“ And 


why was that venerable man then circumciſed ? That 
thoſe born in his houſe, and thoſe bought with his 


money, of any firanger, which was NOT OF HIS 
SEED, Gen. xvii. 12. might be a ſeparated people; 
dwell alone and not bereckoned among the nations. 


That the multiplication of his legimate ſeed, as the 
ſtars in heaven for multitude ; and that, the manifold 
mercies and judgments of God towards them, might 
be confpicuous. And alſo, that the peculiarity of 


the Sinai Covenant, afterwards to be eſtabliſhed 
with his decendants, micht be 9 obſerved; 


till 


a 


f , L. * « * nin „ 
* 1 * 7 ; — : n ET - : 7 te ——ͤ—— —Q— — ot 
5 15/614 n — rl — — — ä ꝗ ꝰT— — * CCC nA Sin oe ry mer urged eee no one — 9a ä — hs 


T9 J 


till he who is our peace ſhould break. down the mid- 
dle wall of partition between us and them, and 
make of forergners fellow citizens with the ſaints, and 
of the houſehold of God. Ephes. ii. 14, 19. If then, 
this illuſtrious family, were, for a ſeaſon, to be 
thus a ſeparate. people, it was by expreſs: appoint- 
ment. The ſubjects of circumciſion are mentioned 
with preciſion. The very day on which that ope- 
ration was to be performed on male infants is ſpe- „5 
cified. The ſex is diſtinguiſhed. The penalty for | 
diſobedience is openly announced. See Gen. XVII. 
— The minutiæ of that appointment, you ſee, was 
laid down with great exactneſs. Not any thing is 
left to conjecture. Is it credibie, Sir, that ſo much 
care ſhould have been taken of a rite which was to 
be aboliſhed, and yet, that we ſhould fearch in vain 
to find any ſimilar attention paid to that ceremony 
which you conceive to be adopted and perpetuated 
by the governor of the Chriſtian church ? Was | 
Moſes, the ſervant, either more faithful, or more 5 
explicit in the houſe of God than Chriſt, as a Son, | 2 
over his own Houſe ? Are Infant ſprinkling and cir- 
cumciſion ex alike? In what then, are we to 
find diſparity ? See, Sir, how your very ſimilar va- 
niſhes away when facts appear. Inſtead of confor- \ 
mity, behold, what a contraſt ! * 4 
But you go forward with your deſign, and ſay, | | 
When that religion was fully eſtabliſhed and pro- 
« feſled, all the male infants born under that diſ- 
« penſation, as well as adult proſelytes ſtill, were 
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" Groll among the faithful, and diſtinguiſhed as 
« Jews by the ſame rite. (P. 7.) All the male in- 
fants born under that diſpenſation enrolled among 
the faithful! By whom? Did not Fohn the Bap- 
7% treat this idea with contempt ? Did he not ſay 
to the circumciſed, to many of them, to perſons 
of the greateſt authority among them, „O genera- 

« tion of vipers, who hath warned you to flee from 
« the wrath to come? Bring forth, therefore, fruits 
« meet for repentance ; and think not to fay within 
cc yourſelves, we punt Abraham to our father ? 
Matt. 101-258; 9,” Enrolled « among the faithful ! 
When? when they were circumciſed ? Perhaps 
they might by the Phariſees. But who gave them 
that authority? — Circumciſion was a ſign ſignificant 
of the fidelity of God to Abraham and his family 
according to the fleſh : but it was not a mark of in- 
herent rectitude in the male infants born under that 
diſpenſation. All the male infants enrolled among 

the faithful Had the females, then, no place i in that 
regiſter? Vet both were by birth, even as others. 
Your enrollment, and the preſent cuſtom with ma- 
ny of regiſtering the births and chriſtenings of their 
children on ſtamped paper, are alike incompetent 
to convey piety, or to prove that ſuch are, or ever 
will be piaus. In Mount Sion, the City of the liv- 
ing God, there is a different and a better enroll- 
ment. The general aſſembly and church of the ſirſt 
born are written in heaven, in characters everlaſting. 


But into that City there is no pailage for the uncin- 
| | | verted. 
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vetted. Neither their deſcent, their profeſſion, their 
faith, nor their obedience, can make them meet to 
be partakers of the inheritance of the ſaints in light. 
« Except a man be born again, he cannot ſee the 
wy « kingdom of God. John iii. 4.“ 

The male children of Abraham were not only en- 

rolled among the faithful, but they 1 were alſo “ diſtin- 

% guiſhed as Jews by the ſame rite” of circumciſion, 

(P. 7.) You have read, Sir, I preſume, repeatedly, 

_ 100 laſt verſes of the ſecond chapter of Romans. 

In thoſe verſes, the Apoſtle affirms, That * he is 

« not a Jew which is one outwardly ;** (for the -: 2a 

Jewiſh nation had then rejected Jeſus Chriſt,) © nei- = 

ther is that circumciſion which is outwardly in the 

« fleſh;” (for that duty ceaſed when Chriſt aroſe 

from the dead,) © but he is a Jew, which is one in- 

„ wardly ; and circumciſion is that of the heart, in 

« the ſpirit, and not in the letter, whoſe praiſe,” 

(alluding perhaps, to the name Fudah,) © is not of 

« men, but of God.” The deſign of the Apoſtle 

in theſe verſes, and in general, in the whole of this 

chapter, is to demonſtrate, that the Jews were as 

criminal as the Gentiles ; and therefore, they could 

= not be juſtified by works in the ſight of God; but on 

the contrary, reſting in a violated law, they muſt 

| expect deſerved condemnation : from which, no 
external advantage would be any protection. 

Circumciſion was of no avail for juſtification to 

the tranſgreſſors of the moral law. Becauſe, when 

ny mn before God the Judge of all, and 
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pleaded they were, Jews by. birth, and that by cir- 


cumciſion they entered into covenant with him, God 
was not to be contented with theſe vain appearances. 
He demanded the eſſence and reality. But the eſ- 


ſence and reality of theſe things did not conſiſt in 


names or external ſigns. Theſe formed only the 


| ſhadow and picture: Such circumciſion was only 


figurative.— Circumciſion, therefore, ſhould either 


be conſidered as pertaining to the legal economy, 
in which it was an ordinance of Divine Appoint- 


ment; or it ſhould be conſidered as having reſpect 
to the covenant of grace; and in this view, it was 


typical of the circumciſion of the heart. As a ſo- 


lemn appointment under the legal cexconomy, it re- 
preſented the entire and perfect accompliſhment of 
the law; which conſiſted, not ſimply in external 
purity, but in perfect innocence or rectitude of 
ape In this ſenſe, it repreſented what man had 
not; but what he ought to have, if he would be 

zulied by the works of the law. Gal. v. 2, 3, 4 : 
As a type, circumciſion repreſented evangelical pu- 
rity; which conſiſts in renovation of mind and re- 
formation of conduct, ariſing from repentance of all | 
falſe ways of acceſs tv God, and from faith in our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, as the only way by whom we can 
cc me unto God as Our Father, and have fellowſhip | 
with him in the ſpirft of adoption. See ſeveral of 
the preceding remarks, in Les Veuvres Poſthumes 
de M. Claude; Tome Quartrieme ſur Rom. 11. 


28, 29. —Theſe remarks throw ſome 3 on the 


pro- 


LS 


t&1 


oropribty of the Apoſtle? 8 aſſertion, That they et are 


the circumciſion, which worſhip God i in the ſpi- 
«-rit, and rejoice in Chriſt Jeſus, and have no con- 
« fidence in the fefh. Phil. "I I. may then, 


in alluſion to the paſſage you have produced from 


Exod: xii. 49. fay, In this reſpect, « One law 


4 ſhall be to him that is home born, and unto the 
r 3 that ſojourneth among you.” For there 

„One Lord, one faith, one baptiſm. Eph. 1688, "a6 
„Had we been informed, that'the Apoſtles 0 
« tized perſons of an adult age, who were born of 
«© BAPTIZED: CHRISTIAN parents, the caſe would 
« have been materially different, (P. 3 ) How ſo? 
Was Mr Bennet s child any thing 98 better for 
being born according to your'wiſh? You do not ad- 
mit that he was chriſtianized by birth. Yet you do 


not think, as I do, that the parents'of that child are 


unbaptized.—* Buf it had a right to be baptized.” 
On what ground? That ſome of its remote anceſ- 
tors were baptized on a perſonal profeſſion of their re- 
pentance and faith ? Strange right, indeed. Yet, I 
cannot perceive that you are able to produce any 
better. For of them who © never received chriſtian 
wh baptiſm at all,” you ſay, the Apoſtles “con- 
« ſiſtently adminiſtered this ordinance to SUCH CON- 
« VERTS upon a profeſſion of their repentance and 
6c faith, (F. 6.) 

Had we been informed, that the Apoſtles bap- 
« tized perſons at an adult age, who were born of 
* BAPTIZED CHRISTIAN parents, —that would 


E 3 have 
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« have furniſhed 2 precedent for doing fo. now.“ 
ie This, Sir, is at leaſt to confeſs, that pre- 
cedents are of. importance in this buſineſs, Take 
care, Sir; this is a tender point on your ſide the 


queſtion. Your brethren may grant the ſmile of 


approbation while you reſt your plea on conſequ ce 
and conjectures; but von will certainly alarm them 
if you appeal to precedents. That you may be more 


- guarded in future, See the repeated and remarkable. 
. Conceſſions Mr. Booth has produced in his Pædo- 
baptiſm Examined, on the Principles, Conceſſions 


and Reaſonings, of the moſt learned Ledebaptiſice 
Chap. 8. with the Reflections. 1 

Having mentioned Mr. Booth, and ** ee 
ble Treatiſe, ſuffer me to fay,. \I think it rather hard, 
that he ſhould be cenſured for not having done that 
which he never attempted ; that which neither made, 
nor could make any part of his plan. All the Con- 


ceſſions which he has produced, Are ſaid by ſome. of 
your brethren, to be of no weight; becaule, ſay they, 


thoſe learned men, of whoſe Conceſſions Mr. Booth 
has given ſo great a number, ſtill continued pædo- 
baptifts. And does not the ſtrength of Mr. Booth's 


argument reſt, profeſſedly reſt, on that idea? A diſ- 
agreement between the Conceſſions and Conduct of 


— 234 4 46 LIES Rents N row pod IT; We oe OD e * 


- 


- 


tho great men, may affect, ſo far as it goes, their own | 


reputation; but it cannot affect the force of his ar- 


gument. It is well known, that in the ſcbool, ſome 


Pagan Philoſophers aſſerted the unity of the Divine 


Being; while at the ſame time, in public, they 
wor- 


\ 
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worſhipped with the multitude. - Popular applauſe, 
fear of the people, and other motives. not to their 


credit, will well enough account for their criminal 
conformity. to a current, and almoſt univerſal cuſtom, 


But after all, the Conceſſions of men are either col- 


luſive or ſincere. Now, there is not the appear- 


ance of any colluficn in the Conceſſions of thoſe au- 
thors which Mr. Booth has produced. They had 


ſtrong temptations to ſuppreſs what the force of con- 
viction would not ſuffer them to conceal. They 
were, then, ſincere. If they were not. conſt, i/tent, let 
us not, on that account, attempt to diminiſh the 
weight of an argument which is properly drawn from 
their being what they were : nor let us. be too cenſo- 
rious on ſuch authors, though they were, as who 
is not, in ſome things inconſiſtent. Let us rather 
inſpe&. our own conduct; and by fo doing, we 
ſhall, perhaps, ſoon find, that what has diſgraced 
our betters is, to this day, in too many inſtances, our 
own diſgrace, —To be unreaſonably ſevere on the 
imperfections of good and great men,, and blind, by 


choice, to their parts and piety, lead inevitably to 


confirmed contempt: yet to vindicate, or to follow 
what is wrong in the heſt of men, is the ſource of 
much evil; and it is alſo injurious to their repu- 


tation. c 
I return, You fronted 10 lament the want of a 


particular precedent. But why ſhould you ? Firſt 


treat what we have with due attention. But if you 
may judge, even John did not baptize, that is, he 
9 E 4 | he 


TJ 
he did not immerſe in Jordan. They who came to 
him, “ poſſibly might go into the water, and come 
* up out of it.” (P. 18.) Gracious grant! Yet, 
« does that prove that the fubjects e were 
“ plunged all under water ?” (P. 18.) No ſure. 
© *T1s true indeed, that John accommodated the 
*« multitude in a place where there were many waters, 
% (Ade Toe) John iii. 23. But, might not this 
« be from conſiderations totally diſtin from the 
« mode of baptizing? — Will this determine the ne- 
« ceſſity of immerſion ?”—Surely not! But to be 
ſericus. Of what uſe would any precedent be 
to you, while you indulge a diſpoſition to trifle 
with thoſe facts that demand a different attention ? 
In ſuch a temper, were precedents multiplied, ſome 
ingenious evaſion would prompt you to treat them 
as you have treated thoſe before us. I do not mean 
by what I have faid to impeach your integrity. 
Could you fee believer's baptiſm to be your duty, 
] ſuppoſe you would be baptized. I only mean to 
ſay, that while ſuch prejudice prevails, the evidence 
ot truth will remain obſcure. 

Of the baptiſm of perſons at an adult age, zh 
were born of baptized chriſtian parents, “there is 
« not a SINGLE INSTANCE of this kind to be met 
„with in the account.” (P. 7.) By the account, 

you ſeem to mean the Ads of the Apoſtles. But what 
is that hiitory? Does it contain a narrative of the 
tranſactions of any one church for any number of 
years ? Is it a regiſter of births and burials ; of 5 
chriſtenings, 
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1 
chriſtenings, or of the reception of children born of 
baptized chriſtian parents into the communion of 
ſaints? Is there in that account, a ſingle inſtance of 
an infant who was “ ſet apart as a viſible. ſubje& 
« of Chriſt's kingdom at large,” not by birth, but 
by being ſprinkled? Is there in that account, a ſin- 
gle inſtance of the tranſlation of ſuch a child, from 
being a ſubje& at large, into communion with any 
particular church ? Let me then repeat the thought, 
to fix it upon the memory; (you ſee, Sir, how ready 


I am to adopt your manner of ſpeaking,) that though 
the Apoſtles baptized petſons at an adult age, and 


though ſuch were added to the church; as recorded 
in the hiſtory of their acts; yet in thoſe records, we 
find an entire omiſſion of any the leaſt report of 
Infant Baptiſm : never reading that Infants were ei- 
ther ſprinkled or immerſed. The reaſon is, becauſe 


the Apoſtles publiſhed the goſpel to all nations for. 


the obedience of faith ; and becauſe they well knew, 
that thoſe who had not faith could not, in any ſenſe, 
obey the goſpel. 
The ſilence, or ſuppoſed filence, of ſcripture, on 
any ſubject, is too apt to pleaſe us, when we imagine 
if any thing be ſaid, it is not what we could wiſh: 
You admit, there is“ a comparative ſilence”? in re- 
ſpect of the baptiſm of infants in the Acts of the 
Apoſtles. But I, Sir, contend, the filence is not 


comparative, but abſolute. Had the Apoſtles known 
any thing of ſprin#ling, or of chriſtening infants, (of 


which, I believe, they were as ignorant as they were 
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[ 38 ] 
of tranſubſtantiation,) could they have been ſilent 
when they met together to give their united 
judgment, and to ſay what ſeemed good to the 
Holy Ghoſt and to 15 on the litigated ſubject of 
cirtumciſion ee 

* Certain men which came uw from Judea, 
taught the brethren, and ſaid, Except ye be cir- 
* cumci ſed, after the manner of Moſes, ye cannot 
* be ſaved. Acts xv. 1.“ Surely, Sir, theſe “ Cer- 
« tain men,“ though teachers, did not apprehend 
that Infant ſprinkling was the well known ſubſtitute 


of eircumciſion. Nor did the Apoſtles. Had they 


been aware of ſuch ſubſtitution, when they wrote 
their pacific letter to the brethren in Antioch, Syria 
and Cilicia, they might have ſaid, | 
Te know, brethren, we have relinquiſhed Ju- 
« daiſm and embraced Chriſtianity. Ye know, that 
« the former ceremony among us Fews, being /evere, 
« js now exchanged for one that is eaſy and familiar. 
(P. 12.) Ye know, that as one poſitive inſtitute 
« ſucceeds another, baptiſm now ſucceeds circum- 
« ciſion: this is aboliſhed, that is retained and per- 


« petuated. (P. 9.) We ſay retained, becauſe it is 


« fimilar to antient cuſtom ; (P. 12.) we ſay it is 
&« perpetuated, becanſe the Governds of the Chriſ- 
tian church has only perpetuated a rite which had 
been in practice, and determined its uſe in the 


d evangelical difpenſation. (P. 2.) Infant ſprink- | 


« ling being {bus lime, if you regard that ce- 
„ remony, 


1 0 


8 remony, ety * formality, and . your 
1 children by christening them, ye ſhall do well.” - 
« FARE YE WELL.” 

- Thus the Apoſtles might have written on yaur 
principles. Thus they t have written, had one 
of your diſpoſition been allowed to dictate. But 
they were better taught. Their arguments againſt 
thoſe Judaizing teachers who-ſtrenuouſly contended 
for the continuance of circumciſion, I ſhall have oc- 
caſion to introduce in a following Letter. 

That the want of particular precedents of any 
kind for adult baptiſm may not make you uneaſy, 
J will endeavour to give you additional ground for 
ſatisfaction. One of the churches mentioned in the 
Acts of the Apoſtles, was at Corinth. We have 
two Epiſtles to that church written by St. Paul. In 
the firſt, he ſays, to the members of the church at 
Corinth, “ Be ye followers of me, even as Ialſo am 
« of Chriſt, 1 Cor. xi. 1.“ Did he mean to fay, 
Except in the Ordinances of Baptiſm and of the 
Supper of our Lord? That is not credible; ſince in 
this chapter he treats largely of the Lord's Supper, 
and ſays, Now I praiſe you, brethren, that ye re- 
* member me in all things, and keep the ordinances 
« as J delivered them to you. (v. 2.) But what 
« he delivered to them, he © received of the 
e Lord.” (v. 23.) Can we, however, ſuppoſe, that 
he was either more cautious, or more conſcientious, 
in reſpect of the ſecond poſitive inſtitute than of the 


Aci! In what manner then, did he receive and per- 
. 


— oo 12 Ao ties 
— * 
rü. G N 


ECTS 
wars A 
—— 2 


2 — y 
— CRE CO FEES oo 
— * 2 os 2 A 
: - ry 
© - 1 — a 


_ . 2 ů——— „ 
1 * n 


ro 


P ” 
2 0 Ko 
air rw ap ed — — 


2 — 
— — 


2 


222 
22 


FE. 
— Tar we e 


- 22 


8 

— - 5 0 : — . , 

* n 5 4 6 — ” reer 5 22 
4 1 — — — — a a Ty y 
N < mo - £4 by wie on 

E e , 
$ £ 
bow — 2 n 1 a CA At bo. 

Aſs As * ory * — > a> 0 „ 

IS : ” * — — Bi. VL \ —— — 

1 


1 
2 — * N 
— 15 * * 

r - G ry 2 " — 
AY — avs * : — 9 89 7 S » 
n 1 n LI 3 g 

2 p g > 
k - 1 a 4 - — . > 7 + "8 ©, 4 * 
" — „rer OD , x 2 * —— of om * 2 P > r 2 T I 
1 j 7 : , 2 8 ” bb Þ «Je —— WM 5 
— ne Ry — ————— A—U—Uiʃ „ a On TI a» - ove, —_— _ O 1 2 wow 952 FR * Tl rage * — 
2 00 44444 N R at, an Be « TEES =? _ (72%. Pape en q 
- mw »—ous \ af _ « — — $a my. tee wa 2008 - 4s *%, 98-5; ah OT A d 
* 323 % 109 m * * - * * 4 e - 
_ — — — * 
+ 1 0 a 
__ i 
7 
1 . 
o 4 


— — — — — k 
* 3 — d — 3 
% * Þ - _ — * 6 * as 
_ —— — . CR RE — 


Te 7 1 
ſonally fubmit to baptiſm Was he not taught before 
he was baptized ? Yes: He not only received his 


fight and heard who Jeſus - was, but he was alſo fil- 
led with the Holy Ghoſt. Acts ix. 7 Was he 


not baptized with his « own conſent? 9 Ves: : He aroſe 


and was'baptized. Acts ix. 18. And was he not 
taught to conſider it as an act of faith and devotion? 
Certainly he was. For, Ananias ſaid to him, „And 
« now why tarrieſt thou? ariſe and be baptized, 
and waſh away thy ſins,” calling on the name of. 
the Lord. Acts xxii. 16.“ What he thus received® 
himſelf, he recommended to others. And, (which | 
is much againſt what ſome call a catholic teniper,} | 


be praifed or diſpraiſed other profeſſors of chriſti- 


anity, as his own example in following the Lord 
faithfully, was either regarded or diſregarded. He 
uſed to fay, when ſpeaking of kimſelf and other 
Apoſtles, « Now we command you, brethren, in the 
Name of the Lord Jeſus- Chriſt, that you with- 
« draw yourſelves from every brother that walketh 
«. eforderly, and not after the traditions which he 


e hath received ofus. 1 Theſſ. iii. 6.” I conclude, then, 
that either none of the children of baptized parents were 


baptized at Corinth, within the time referred to in the 
hiſtoryofthe Acts, or within the period mentioned in the 
two Epiſtles that were written to that church, or, that 
they were baptized as their parents had been bapti- 


red before them; upon a hep ſonal profeſſion of their 


faith, by. immerſion, and, in every other reſpect. 
| | with 


194 


with deference to the commiſſion and command of 
Jeſus Chriſt. 5 1 
Will you, in order to weaken the force of this 
concluſion, aſſert, That by the Ordinances or Tra- 
ditions,” mentioned 1 Cor. xi. 2. the Apoſtle had 
uo reference to the poſitive Inſtitutions of Chriſ- 
tianity ? Conſider the context, and what is 
there ſaid of the Supper of our Lord, before you 
form ſuch a reſolution. Will you ſay, his reaſon- 
ing applies to that ordinance only? I think not. 
Will you ſay, that rafa dect has reſpect only to un- 
written traditions ? Conſult * Suicerus on that word, 
and you will, I believe, be prevented. But without 
conſulting that learned Author, we may be convinc- 
ed that there are divine as well as human traditions. 
Stand faſt, and hold the traditions which ye have 
been taught whether by word, or by our Epiſtle.” 
So the Apoſtle exhorted the members of the church 
at Theſſalonica. 2 Epiſt. ii. 15. And how he com- 
manded the brethren, in the Name of our Lord Je- 
ſus Chriſt, to withdraw themſelves from every bro- 
ther that walked diſorderly, and not after the fradi- 
tions which he received from him and other Apoſ- 
les of Chriſt, we have already obſer ven. 
q f I dan 
* Hape doc eadem eſt cum verba *:yſpagw, nihilque 
e aàliud quam ipſam Scripturam, 8. ſignificat. — Rectè 
© mapa; & q xan a conjunguntur. Had ois oft 
t reſpectu Chriſti, qui apoſtolis doctrinam Evangelicam 
= tradidit : Nd acνεα eſt reſpectu apoſtolorum, qui ea, 
0 * quiz a Chriſto acceperunt, alios 4 docuerunt. 
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1 62 J 
I ſhall only add, That ſo much is ſaid of the ſpi- 
rituality of the Kingdom of Chriſt, in various forms 


of ſpeech, in the New Teſtament, that we may be 


confident where there is not the obedience of faith, 
there is not any obedience which the goſpel was pub- 
liſhed to promote. Rom. xvi. 26. Without faith it 


is zmpoſfible to pleaſe God. But the Apoſtle, in the 


text to which I now refer! 4 is ſpeaking of the perſo- 
nal faith of individuals, and not of any man's be- 
lieving for another. For he that cometh to God, in 
any act of worſhip, muſt believe that he is, and that 
he is a Rewarder of them that diligently ſeek him. 
Heb. xi. 6. But you apprehend, Sir, that infants 
may be brought to God by baptiſm, though you muſt 
admit, they cannot come to him, in, what you ſo of- 
ten call, that ceremony. Are you, however, able, are 
you required, Sir, thus to bring an Infant to God? 
As a miniſter, you had better pray for them, and in- 
ſtruct them as they are able to bear it. As a parent, 
your daily duty is enjoined you in Eph. vi. 4. And 
« ye, fathers, provoke not your children to wrath ; 


« but bring them up in the nurture and admonition 
« of the Lord.” May we have grace to regard the 


exhortation, and to leave the iſſue with: our heavenly 
Father 


The term proſelyte ſeems to have been very per- 
eg to you. Otherwiſe you would not, I be- 
lieve, have ſo perplexed your Readers when that 


teazing term happened to fall in your way. For 
my an 1 med, in vain to reach your” vaging: 


That 


* 


1 K 1 


That you may not ſay, this is owing to my _ 
dity, I ſhall adduce the following ſayings and un- 
ſayings of yours, on this entangling ſubje&, « Pro- 
« ſelyte or diſciple all nations ;—how ?—baptizing 
* them.“ (P. 4} © The Apoſtles were commanded 
« to proſelyte the Jews, and all other nations, from 
« their former profeſſions of religion; into the pro- 
« feſſion of CHRISTIANITY; and they were ordered 
« by their Maſter to do this by baptizing them.” (P. 
.&) Here, to baptize is to proſelyte. Yet you make the 
converted Jews ſay, We underſtand that proſe- 
« ]ytes are to be admitted to its inſtitutions”, (i. e, 
to the poſitive inſtitutions of chriſtianity,) © by a 
« formal rite, waſhing or baptizing, (P. 12.) Here, 
Sir, your formal right makes no proſelyte. Your 
Jews were proſelyted prior to their ſubmiſſion to 
any poſitive inſtitute of Chriſtianity. You ſpeak to 
the ſame purpoſe in P. 13, and 14. of your Defence. 
What can 1 ſay. to all this? All this is faid of profe- 
Iytes. But with you, to teach, to diſciple, to baptize x 
nay, to baptize ſuch as cannot be taught; all this, 
nay, any of theſe things, is to proſelyte to Chriſtia- 
nity. Yet after all, you chooſe to ſay, we have 
no proſelytes here to make.“ (P. 8.) 

Can you wonder, Sir, if I, or a more ſagacious 
Reader, ſhould be perplexed with theſe contradic- 
tions? But how am I to underſtand you, when you 
ſay, «© We have no proſelytes here to make? I ſup- 
pole you mean in this Country. What, 0 proſelytes 
to make to Chriſtianity ? Are we all, then, in this 
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happy Iſland born chriſtians? No, Maſter * 
himſelf, was not ſo born. He has already told us, 
as tutored by you, That till he was chriſtened, he was 
not a chriſtian. For ſo, with your aſſiſtance, we 
have made him ſpeak in a preceding Letter. Conſider, 
Sir, the conſequences; of your aſſertion. | If we have 
no proſelytes to make to chriſtianity, then, even Maſ- 
ter Bennet is not pro/e/yted ; though he has been re- 
gularly ſet apart to I know not what honours and obli- 


gations. Yes; Sir, we muſt grant, he is, at leaſt, 


your proſelyte. And if he be, I can prove, from 


your own teſtimony, that ſo far from having no pro- 


ſclytes to make, in this Country, our children muſt be 
proſelyted again and again, before you will admit 
they are chriſtians in reality. For, though Maſter 
Bennet is proſelyted by ſprin&ling, though a chriſtian 
in an external ſenſe, he is not admitted, and to be 
ſure ought not to be admitted, into any particular 
church, or religious ſociety 3: becauſe, (ſuch is your 
conceſſion, ) he is me, in the higheſt Ns 4 child of 
God. (P. 4.) 9 87 | 
And now, Sir, alien all this laboite:; in defence of 
your own practice, you begin to triumph. If we 
* are aſked then, why we: do not baptize adult per- 
„ ſons as the Apoſtles did ?—the proper anſwer is, 
We will, when our ſituation: is the ſame as theirs 
© then was.“ (P. 8.) Circumſtances may differ, 


but, Sir, our general ſituation is, I believe, the ſame. 


© Behold, the days come, ſaith the Lord, that I will 


make a new, covenant with the houſe: of Iſrael, and 


3 | « with 


| LW 3 5 
« with the houſe of Judah. Not according to the 
« covenant] made with their fathers in the day. that 
« T took them by the hand to bring them out of the 
« land of Egypt, (which my covenant they break, 
„although I was a huſband unto them, faith the 
„ Lord:) but this Hall be my covenant that I will 


« make with the houſe of Iſrael: After thoſe days, 


« faith the Lord, I will put my law into their in- 


« ward parts, and write it in their hearts, and will 


* be their God, and 9 25 ſhall be my Wende. Jer, 
* ii. 3, , . 

Were not the Apoſtles under this new covenant? 
And are we not under the ſame covenant? and if 
believers, partakers with them of the ſame ſpiritual 
bleſſings, and called to perform the ſame ſpiritual 
worſhip ?, But according to this covenant, regenera- 
tion and faith, of neceſſity precede goſpel obedience. 


According to it, and ſoit was foretold, the language 


of Jehovah is, & I will put my ſpirit within you, and 
« cauſe you to walk in my ſtatutes ; and ye ſhall keep 
my judgments and do them. Ezek. xxxvi. 27.” 
Here obſerve, that goſpel obedience is ſo ſtated, as 
to be ſubſequent to the effectual teaching of the 
ſpirit; who is ſaid to be the cauſe of that ect. We 
may alſo obſerve, that this obedience does not con- 
ſiſt in paying attention either to ancertain, or to vain 
traditions; 3 (from ſuch we are redeemed,) but in 
walking in thoſe ſtatutes and judgments which are 
of divine appointment, and which properly belong 
to the preſent diſpenſation. Thoſe ſtatutes and 
| EET 4 judg- 
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66 1 
jadgments therefore, of which the prophets wake 


in predicting future events, were to be thus re- 
garded when their predictions ſhould be accompliſh- 
ed. We are not by theſe expreſſions to be carried 
back again to Mount Sinai; but by the language of 
a period which is paſſed away, believers are con- 
ducted to Mount Sion, and receive from legal terms, 
the moſt evangelical ideas. If theſe remarks be juſt, 
thoſe ſtatutes and judgments, of which the prophets 
ſpake, include every he: which an aſcended Me- 
diator has now made the'rule of worſhip, or of duty, 
in his kingdom to the end of the world: for we 
have received a kingdom that cannot be moved. 
Heb. xii. 28. In what connection, in what man- 
ner, and with what diſpoſition, thoſe duties are now 
i be diſcharged, See Jer. xxxi. 31, 32, 33, 34- 
Zek. XXXvi. 25, 26, 27. Heb. viii. 6—13. 
-Tf ſuch be the new obedience of the goſpel, 
(which is not according to the external obedience of 
the Sinai Covenant) we can eaſily account, not only 
for the perfect ſilence of Infant baptiſm in the New 
Teſtament, but for a ſimilar ſilence of every act of 
worſhip, conſidered as chriſtian worſhip, which is 
not connected with repentance towards God, and 
faith in our Lord Jeſus Chriſt : ſince ſuch alone as 
repent and believe the goſpel can worſhip: God in 


ſpirit and in truth. 


And I am perſuaded, Sir, were you but fully 
convinced, that you really could not chriſtianiae an 


Infant, even in an eaternal ſenſe, by ſprinkling, (a 
| power 
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power which the Apoſtles never imagined they had, 

nor ever pretended to poſſeſs) you would do as they 
did; wait with prayer and patience, till it pleaſed 
the Lord to add to the number of his diſciples, by 
means which he has appointed, and by the manifeſ- 
tation of that mercy which he alone is able to diſ- 
play. Then, as any believed with the heart, and 
with the mouth made confeſſion of their faith, at 
their requeſt, you would baptize them in the Name 
of the Lord, and teach them to obſerve all 
which he has commanded. 

Thus, Sir, in future, may you have the honor to 
be employed! In every difficulty deriving ſubſtantial 
conſolation from thoſe gracious words, © And lo, 
« ] am with you alway, even to the end of the 
60 world! Amen. Matt. xxviii. 29.” With this 
wiſh I conclude the preſent letter; who am, with 
real reſpect, your fellow ſervant in the NN: of 
our Lord Jeſus Chriſt. 


April 5th, 1786. JohN MakxTIx. 
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TITHERTO, I fing, but half your ſtrength 
has been exertcd. You have only drawn 
back your hand to ſtrike with double force: or, as 
you expreſs it, To proceed more directly to the 
« caſe of Infants.” (P. 8.) We mores however, to 
repel the meditated blow. 
In the firſt place, you will have it, T hens i is 
14 nothing in the NATURE of baptiſm to exclude in- 
« fants from its adminiſtration.” (P. 8.) To make 
this ſeem the more probable you indulge a change of 
terms, and ſay, There appears nothing: in the na- 
ture of the ceremony to exclude them.” What 
ceremony? Believer's baptiſm is more than a cere- 
mony. It is „ the anſwer of a good conſcience 
4 towards God, wy the reſurrection of een Chnit. 
„„ „%% 23 
Had you ſaid, there was not any thing in che na- 
ture of circumciſon to exclude an infant of the ſeed 
of Abraham from being circumciſed, you would 
have ſaid the truth. Male infants as well as adults, 


were equally * to that appointment: be- 
de oY | cauſe 


tk 
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cauſe, no ſpiritual diſpoſitions were required in any 
perſon, as a prerequiſite for circumciſion. That 
rite was not intended to diſcriminate the juſt from 
the unjuſt. The external priviledges attendant on 
circumciſion, belonged equally to the carnal and 
ungodly of the ſeed of Abraham, as to thoſe who 
truly feared God. And, as to ſpiritual bleſſings, 
« Cometh this bleſſedneſs then, upon the circum- 
« cifion only, or on the  uncircumciſion alſo ? For 
« we ſay, that faith was reckoned to Abraham for 
70 righteouſneſs. How was it then reckoned? when 
« he was in circumciſion, or in uncircumciſion ? not 
in circumciſion, but in uncircumciſion Rom. iv. 9, 
4 10.“ And the caſe of thoſe patriarchs who enjoyed 
true bleſſedneſs from Adam to Abraham, who were 
not commanded to be circumciſed, abundantly con- 
firms the Apoſtle's declaration. But baptiſm is not 
the ſubſtitute of circumciſion. It requires what that 
did not. It requires that, which in the very nature 
of the act, excludes every creature who cannot make 
it the anſwer of a good conſcience towards God. 

Will you ſay, Sir, That the words of Peter, are 
only to be applied to the Adminiſtrator of this ordi- 
nance? If ſo, I ſhould anſwer, what he does who 
baptizes or ſprinkles an infant, 1s either commanded, 
or it is not. If it be commanded, why are we 
told, © no FRESH DIRECT COMMAND was needed?” 
(P. 11.) And why are we not informed where an old 
commandment may be found? If it be not command- 
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ed the practice is preſumptious; and how can that 
which is preſumptuous be to any, the anſwer of a 
good conſcience ? As to the poor infant, a good con- 
ſcience in this act is quite out of queſtion. © Not ſo,” 
ſay ſome. For an infant, if ſpared, as it grows 
« up, may attend to the moral deſign of baptiſm, 
and gain great advantage by repeated meditation 
4 on that poſitive inſtitution.” This is to confeſs, 
that baptiſm is of no immediate uſe to an infant; 
and ſince more infants die than live, in this view, it 
muſt be uſeleſs to moſt. But may not a Duaker at- 
tend to the moral deſign of baptiſm as well as he 
who was ſprinkled by Mr. Horfey ? Better, I ſhould 
think, Becauſe a Quaker has not any occaſion for 
painful reflection upon the perverſion of this ordi- 
nance reſpecting himſelf, by any external additions 
or alterations, Whatever he may have on a wilful 
neglect to enquire into the genuine meaning of that 
duty. On the other hand, can a due attention to 
the command of Chriſt, I mean that attention which 
iſſues in perſonal obedience to his will ; can this pre- 
vent, or perplex our meditations on the moral de- 
| fign of that command be what it may ? God forbid ! 
Baut you think, Sir, that infant baptiſm “ cannot 
& ſurely be exceptionable as an INITIATORY rite.“ 


P. 8.) I am ſorry to diſappoint you when you are ſo 
ſanguine in your expectation. Yet ſuffer me to aſk, 
Into what doArine, into what duty, into what dif- 
poſition, does this uncommanded -rite initiate in- 
fants? May ey not be brought up in the nurture 
and 
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and admonition of the Lord, without it? But with 
it, into what prejudices are not many initiated? See 
the Catechiſm introduced in a former Letter." 
Who can deny that Infants are capable of be⸗ 
« ing dedicated to God?“ (P. 8. Who can un- 
derſtand what ſome good and great men intend by 
the dedication of infants? If you mean ſomething 

by this act no way included in prayer, who can prove 
from the New Teſtament, that ſuch an act is now 
enjoined a miniſter of Jeſus Chriſt? Yet, © Where is 
„ the impoſſibility, or impropriety, of their being 
thus formally ſeparated to the honors and obligations 
« of the chriſtian diſpenſation.” (P. 9.) The im- 


poſſibility, Sir, is as great as the nature of the caſe 
will admit. It is acting without authority. It is 
acting againſt the higheſt authority. The impropri- 


ety of this act I have already noticed. It is injuri> 
ous to many. It prevents a free and unprejudiced 


enquiry at years of diſcretion. It rivets the atten- 


tion of children to the tradition of men, and to thoſe 
rudiments Which are not after Chriſt. But as to the 


impropriety of this act, you ſhall anſwer your own_ 


queſtion. You contend, that infants ſhould be for- 
mally ſeparated to the honours and obligations of 


the chriſtian diſpenſation by baptiſm. Yet you fay, 


« By this ceremony, however, he is not admitted, 
(that is, not any infant is admitted) into any par- 
« ticular church, or religious ſociety.” (P. 3.) Do 
you not perceive the impropriety of theſe jarring 


propoſitions ? Do not church-fellowſhip and com- 
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munion at the table of the Lord, make a part of 


the honours of the chriſtian diſpenſation ?/ And, Sir, 
will you exclude infants from theſe honours? Yes, 
you will, and do. But what, I would complain of 


is this, you give them a name and title, and claim 


to great honours, without the leaſt right. Or do 
you mean to ſay, for in the midſt of conjectures I 
muſt conjecture,) That Infants are thus formally 
ſeparated to the honours of the chriſtian diſpenſa- 
tion, providing, they ſhould ever be converted ? If ſo, 
1 would farther aſk, when gonverted, would they 
not have an equal right to thoſe honours, and an 


equal capacity to enjoy them, unincumbered we 


your formal ſeparation? 
« What are the covenant bleſſings that del g to the 


„ unconverted,“ (even though they ſhould live to be) 
«« profeſſors of chriſtianity ? Surely, not the ſpiritual 


« bleſſings infallibly connected with ſalvation; for 
« in theſe, believers only have an intereſt. Not 
e outward proſperity ; that being no where promiſ- 
fed in the covenant of grace, either to the 


« viſible, or to the inviſible church. Not the ſa- 


© craments, which, unleſs as fi igns and ſeals of ſpi- 
« ritual bleſſings, are of little value. Not the call 
of the goſpel, for they have no more benefit by it, 
7 than infidels, and the openly profane. A ſtrange 
* covenant indeed, which confers only an empty 
*« unmeaning title, but from which the perſons in 
* covenant derive no advantage! See Dr, Erſkine's 


Theological Diſſertations. (P. 86.) 
If 


1 


If Dr. Erſkine meant to fay, 8 the bleſſings of 


the covenant of Grace were not ſettled. on the Elect 
in Jeſus Chriſt, prior to their converſion, J differ 
from him in opinion. But when he aſks, © What 
then are the covenant bleſſings that belong to the 
« unconverted ?” I apprehend, he means to demand, 
what evidence have we that ſpiritual bleſſifigs be- 
long to any unconverted perſon in particular? If 
this be his meaning, I agree with this able writer 
we have none. We ought, therefore, to affirm con- 
ſtantly, That, in regard to the © new man, which is 
« renewed in knowledge after the image of him 
that created him, there is neither Greek nor Jew, 
% circumciſion. or uncircumciſion, barbarian, ſi 
cc thian, bond, or free : but Chriſt is all, and in all.” 
Col. iii. 10, 11. As to baptiſm and the Supper of 
our Lord, being “ ſigns and ſeals of ſpiritual bleſ- 
« ſings,” it is obvious, that if the fr, be a ſign and 
a ſeal, ſo is the ſecond; and if they be ſo to one 
_ child, they are ſo to every child; unleſs 25e/e ordi- 
nances are encloſed by a wall of partition to the le- 
gitimate offspring of ſome illuſtrious progenitor, as 
circumciſion and the paſſover formerly were to the 
Progeny of Abraham. | 
It is true, Sir, you ſeem to ho abandoned that 
path which many have paced, till, I believe, they. 
are weary. I now allude to the old plea of the in- 
fants of believing parents being in the covenant, and 
their having, on that ground, a right to ſpiritual 


bleſſings. But, I preſume that you might not of- 


fend 


72 Yor”) ry 
*% * 


; — Nn 
— * 3 n 


= 
— 


o 
, 
— — . — . IEG ye" f = 2 
4 © wt 
0 _ 
N ” * 


K 


—— or ws Ae 


0 * on”. h_ — 32> 4 LA, : - * = 
_ < * oy 4 
1 * — 8 * - 
= — — — 2 
Dr . V 
« \ : 


-, _ — — o _—_— — r* 
. . OW"... 


— 
— — . ͤ ———— — . ⅛ ⅛]ꝙ“ ] —— 


EIN 


9 — ů — — 2 _— — ——— 1 = 
2 r 


0940 0g. — ered "ney 0 — 
— —— , WY Arno 9 ran 6 Ts <> 
a” 


E 


fend your Brethren, you ſtill give the infants of bap- 
tired chriſtian parents, a determinate name or title. 
And, if J may judge between you, your brethren 
need not be offended : for there is not any difference 
; | between your Defence of Infant baptiſm, and theirs, 
3g for which you can be envied, either as a Diſputant, 
| or as giving, on Your own ome: a a e of 
Exhortation. 
This is prieticable; _ I flequenitly done e relpeck- 
ing civil communities.“ (P. 9.) What is? You 
cannot mean a formal ſepdration to the honours and 
8 obligations of the chriſtian diſpenſation.” What 
7 then? The preceding ſentence is, Who can deny 
« that infants are capable of being dedicated to 
« God ?” Is this practicable, and frequently done 
reſpecting civil communities? * And was formerly. 
= | © 25 4 religious a we all know, of ane 
=. 1 appointment.“ What was? T am aſhamed t. 
| aſk theſe queſtions on a ſubject that a know; Git 
I cannot reach your meaning: *becaufe you e to 
have ſomething in view which was frequently done = 
in civil con. munitier. ee = 
© Whither we are to be ſent at Tai for proof of the f 
propriety of Infant ſprinkling? Far and wide we 5 
have been compelled to wander already. Now we T 
are called to civil communities to countenance a FX 
"HD part of this ceremony. But, Sir, if there was any 
1 * thing like #t to be found in ſuch communities, are tl 
= _ they to be a model for that kinzdom which is not of Be 
thts world? Our Lord forefaw that his followers 
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3 
” Oo 
Ve nie pro a we 


© by 1 * : 
% I . on 
i 


GGW 


NN 1 
would be addicted to a criminal imitation of world- 
ly policy. He cautioned them againſt it. He faid, 
« Ye know that the princes of the Gentiles exerciſe 
« dominion over them, and they that are great, ex- 
« exciſe authority upon them. But it ſhall not be 


* ſo among you. Matt. XX. 25, 26.” One i 15 Jour 
: Maſter, ven Christ. Matt. Xxili. „ 


« Jewiſh children were ſet apart by circiithcifion 


« to the. honours and obligations of that diſpen- | 
"0 ſation.” (P. 9.) What if they were ?— But let me 
alk, Did you never read of a wheel within a wheel ? 


Did it never occur to your mind, that there was @ 


covenant within a covenant © Odd as this may ſata, | 1 
was a fact. For the law. of Moſes was not againſt 


the promiſes ; ; it was, for a ſcaſon, ſubſervient to 
the Covenant of promiſe enjoyed by Abraham ; but 


made with, and confirmed by our Lord Jeſus Chrift | 


That national and tranſitory covenant, made at Ho- 


reb, is long ſince aboliſhed. Why then, do you 
infer, that what the Jews did with their children un- 
der a limited covenant, broken and diſſolved, that, 
or ſomething like it, muſt now be done with ours? 
—] am, I own, wearied with theſe alluſions ; be- 
cauſe they are both illuſive and injurious. But 1 
muſt have patience. For I perceipf you have not 
yet done with ſuch analogy. wy oF 


It was hardly to be expected, t Kat n you were 
thus engaged, a certain paſſage in Coloſſians would 


be overlooked. On this text you aſk, © Does not 


gc Paul intimate, that chriſtian baptiſm, in this 
60 . 
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. 76 J 
« reſpect, ſucceeds that rite ?” (P. 9.) That is, 
Does not Paul in Coloffians ii; 11. intimate, that 
chriſtian baptiſm ſucceeds circumciſion? But why 
you make uſe of thoſe reſtraining terms, in this re- 
ſpect, I am not certain. As, however, you con- 
ne& the whole with baptiſm, you lead chriſtian 
parents to ſuppoſe, That if ſome perſon, called a mi- 
niſter, does not dedicate and ſeparate their children to 
thoſe honors and obligations which you repeatedly 
mention, their infants muſt fuſtain the loſs. With 
the New Teſtament in yqur hand, is this either ge- 
nerous or juſt ? But „what reaſon ſo natural and 
« evident for his calling it,” (i. e. baptiſm) Ihe 
« circumciſion of Chriſt, as this, That chriſtian bap- 
« tiſm incorporates. the ſubjects of it among thoſe 
« denominated CHRISTIANS, being the badge or 
„ token of the chriſtian religion, as circumciſi on 
« incorporated the ſubject on whom that was per- 
formed, among thoſe denominated Jews; being 
« the badge or token of the Jewiſh religion? This, 
4 if 1 . not, is the ſcriptural connection de⸗ 
« tween circumciſion and baptiſm;, as one poſitive 
« inſtitute ſucceeds another: that is aboliſhed, this 
* retained and perpetuated,” e 
- Such, Sir, is vour comment on Coloflians ii. 11. 
Let me lay b&\ore you the words of the text, and 
endeavour to rofure your unfair remarks on this im- 
portant paſſage. In whom ye alſo are circum- 
« cifed, with the circumciſion made without hands, 


in putting off the body of the ſins of =o fieſh © 
40 by 


1 
« by the circumciſion of Chriſt.” Of whom is 
the Apoſtle ſpeaking? Of him in whom the Co- 
loſſians were complete. What does he affirm, Fhat 


the members oſ the church at Coloſſe, whom he calls 


ſaints, faithful brethren, that knew the grace of God 
in truth; he affirms, that they were alſo circumciſed 


in him, with the circumciſion made without hands: 


He is not ſpeaking of any a& of theirs, but of their 


being circumciſed in Chriſt. There is not any men- 
tion made of e in this text. There is not any 
alluſion to it. There can be none: for that is never 


faid to be made. Nor is this ordinance, even by you, 
who, in my apprehenſion, corrupt it, adminiſtered 
without hands. I own, the word baptiſm occurs in 


the following verſe. You thought it convenient, it 


ſeems, to introduce it in your remarks on this. But 
every thing i is beſt in its own place. As, however, 
that term was ſo near, why did you not extend your 
remarks to the twelfth verſe. The reaſon is plain. 
It contains, indeed, the wanted term, but in a con- 
nection unpleaſing, if not offenſive, to ſome. The 
words are, * Buried with him by baptiſm, wherein 


„ alſo ye are riſen with him, through the faith of the 


« operation of God, who hath raiſed him from the 
« dead.” This burial and reſurrection through 
faith, “ by baptiſm into death, Rom. vi. 4. will 


never be acceptable to any, on: goſpel motives, who 
are not dead to the cuſtoms of this world, and alius vo 
_ OE me Jeſus C Chriſt. Ht 
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Have you forgotten that antient pinie, « And 
« the Lord thy God will circumciſe thine heart, and 
« the heart of thy ſeed, to love the Lord thy God 
with all thine heart, and with all thy foul, that 
thou mayeſt live? Deut. xxx. 6. This cireum- 
eiſion is made without hands. Tt is eſſential to our 
enjoyment of the atonement of Chriſt, and to that 
obedience, which he requires. If ye love me 
on keep my commandments.”* Without it, we can 
neither put off the body of the ſins of the fleſh, nor 
tell what to make of the circumciſion of Jeſus Chriſt, 
Without it, baptiſm, even by immerſion, is not the 
anſwer of a good conſcience towards God. Is not 
this circumciſion of the heart, of which ſo much is 
ſaid in ſcripture, in different modes of expreſſion, 
is not this eſſential to the exiſtence of real chriſtia- 
nity.? If it be, can the evidence of chriſtianity pre- 
cede its exiſtence ? | Farther ;-if the heart of any 
perſon be circumciſed to love the Lord, will that ſa- 
cred operation make him reluQtant to yield external 
obedience? Abraham was circumciſed in heart and 
in the foreſein of his fleſh. They who were bap- 


tized with the Holy. Gheſt, were N water, 
in the name of the Lord. Acts x. 47. 48. 


Doctor Gale, on the paſſage before us, (Col. i 
11.) has juſtly obferved, The circumciſion here 


called chriſtian, muſt be either wholly inter. 


nal or «wholly external, or partly both. It cannot 


« be partly internal, and partly - external, becauſe, 
if it conſiſts of theſe two Parts, one whereof 
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« may be performed without hands, and the other 
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« not, it cannot be called circumcifion withaut hands; 


for, in order to make it compſeat, another part 
« is neceſſary, which muſt be performed by hands ; 
« and what is true of any one part, cannot be de- 
6 nied of the whole. And therefore, if the chriſtian 
« £ircumciſton. does but partly conſiſt of what muſt 
be performed with hands, it is not a circumciſion 


* without hands; which is directly contrary to St. 


Paul's aſſertion. And our adverſaries will grant, 


this circumciſion cannot be wholly external. It 


« remains, therefore, that it muſt be a circumciſion 
« wholly internal; and conſequently, it cannot be 
«© baptiſm.” See Dr. Gale's Reflections on Mr. 
Wall's hiſtory of Infant baptiſm. P. 450, 451.—TI 
only add, That though the circumciſion without 
hands is not baptiſm, yet it is connected with it, and 
qualifies for a due ſubmiſſion to that folems appoint- 


ment. 
Unweariedly you W your almoſt conſtant 


mode of argument analogy. Infants though inca- 


pable of comprehending the intent of circumciſion, 
when they were circumciſed, yet they underwent 
that operation. On this fact, you aſk, «Why then 
«ſhould, not chriſtian, baptiſm be adminiſtered to 
« infants?” (P.ro.) How often, Sir, muſt you be- 
told, Becauſe the one was appointed, but the other 
is not. If circumciſion was omitted, it was ex- 
1 preſly declared of that ſubject, by the bleſſed God. 


4 he hath broken my covenant; and wherein is 
61 the 
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* the difference if "EI bras mean if the bap- 
« tiſm of infants) no be omitted?” Muſt J again 
fay, Infant baptiſm is not commanded ? There is 
no declaration of divine diſpleaſure againſt them who 
reject it. We have no precept, no promiſe, no ex- 


ample in the word of God to engage us to comply 


with this ceremony. Could all this be ſaid of eir- 
cumciſion under the Moſaic conomy? From 
covenants ſo different as that which is aboliſhed and 
that which abides, ever to argue for external analogy, 


is not this to confound what God has taken care to 
diſtinguiſh? Is it not to make the ſhadow a ſub- 
ſtance, and the ſubſtance a ſhadow? Perpetually 
to have recourſe to ſuch argument, is not this to con- 
feſs, you are not acquainted with any thing which 
is better calculated to ſupport your leading propoſi- 
tion, laid down in the Fb page of your Defence? 
From the ſuppoſed advantages of - circumciſion, 
you conclude, if Infant baptiſm had not been the 
ſubſtitute of that ceremony, the Jews would have 
been violently offended. And their total ſilence on 
this head, is to you, “ the ,cleareſt proof in the 
© world, that the ſtream of mercy to them and 
« theirs, flowed on in the ancient channel.” (P. 11.) 


The advantages of circumciſion are by you over- 


rated. When ſome pleaded for the. continuance of 
that painful operation, Peter ſaid, « Why tempt ye 
God, to put a yoke upon the neck of the diſciples, 
« which neither our father, nor we were able to 


« bear? Acts xv. 10.” Let circumciſion and its 
attendant 
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| attendant priyilelges be compared with Pagan ſu - 
perſtition, and, in various views, it had, J confeſs, 

the advantage much every way. But if com- 
pared: with thepreſen ate ofthe kingdom of Chriſt, 
where, is the glory? In it, God puts 0 di 
between Jews and Gentiles, purifying their” hearts 
alike by faith, In this kingdom, «there is neither 
cc Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, 
there is neither male nor female: for, (ſays the 
15 Apoſtle,) v Ve arefall one in Chriſt Jeſus.” And 
* if ye be Chriſt's, then are ye Abraham's ſeed, and 
« *. heirs according to the promiſe.” Gal ii. = 29. 
Now, if between Jews and Ge puts 
n difference, why do you? And why are — alarm- 
ed leſt the Jews. ſnould be-irreconcilidble'to the goſ- 
pel, . unleſs ſome cuſtom of theirs, already in uſe, 
be adopted? Did not Jehovah'' ſay; by Moſes, 
1 They have moved me to jealouſy, with that which 9 
« is not God they have provoked me” to” anger 
„with their vanities: and I will move them to jea- 
| * 3 with thoſe which are not a people, I will 
r provoke them to anger with a fooliſh nation? Deut. 
„ xxxij. 10. You will ſay, this prediction has 
reſpect to the carnal Jews, who rejected and cru. 
cified the Meſſiah. I admit it. But did not thoſe 
Jews who were ſpiritual, receive him whom their 
nation rejected; and, like Paul, count all things 
but loſs for the excelleney of Chriſt e efus thei Lord? 
Phil. iii. . i 5197 i © 
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Howe v total fence” ſhould: be thè cleareſt 


pro roof in the world, ſome, perhaps, will not be able 


to comprehend: And how a total filence”” among 
the Jews, (or/their refigning an antient rite without 
reluctance) how any thing like this, is to be recon- 
ciled with the repeated, and united efforts of Judai.. 
Zing teachers to revive and eſtabliſh circumciſion, 
I confeſs, I cannot conceive! PRE Pe, 

It is well known, that “ in the Apoſtles days, ks 


« chriſtians converted from Judaiſin were exceed- 


« ingly inclined and zealous to incorporate circum- 
6 eiſion with chriſtianity. Their zeal in this mat- 
% ter became very troubleſome to the churches. 
„What method do the Apaſtles take to remedy 
« this evil? Do they ever inſtruct them they need 
not be ſo tenacious of one poſitive rite, ſince 3 
1 ther was appointed in its ſtead; to be adminiſ- 
« tered to the ſame perſons of the ſame age? Such ä 
an obſervation would have been very much to the 
2 putpoſe; and the moſt likely that could be to 
give the judaizing chriſtians ſatisfaction; and 
ec « therefore,” 5 ſuppoſe the Apoſtles” would have 
« taken this method, if the fact were really ſo, 
56 that baptiſm was ſubſtituted in the foom of <cir-" x 
« cumciſion. But do they go this way to work? 
Nothing is to be found of it in all their reaſonings 
« to diſſuade chriſtians from circumciſion. They. 
* warn chr illians that the zealots for circumciſion 
« were ſubverters of men's ſouls. Acts xv. 24. that 
** Circumcition availed xt. unto juſtification ; whe- 
ther 


£843 


vi # . 


« ther that rite be conſidered. as derived from 2 
« ſes or from Abraham. Rom. iv. But, that if 
«« they were circumciſed Cbrift ſhould profit them no- 
« thing. Gal. v. 2. This is the way they treat- that 
Old Teſtament rite : as a uſeleſs, burdenſome, 
« injurious ceremony. But they never go about to 


2 


ſoften the Jews, by telling them that chriſtianity 
he has another rite in its ftead. And yet this way o of 
« dealing with them is not more ſoft than it was 
« likely, to have proved effectual; if it were ſo that 
. baptiſm i is the ſubſtitute of circumciſion. , Now, | 
'« becauſe the Apoſtles never talk in this ſtrain, it 
bas ſeems natural to infer they never thought ſo.” 
ee a courſe of Letters to Bp. Hoadly. P. 121, 122. 
The ſtream of mercy to them and theirs, flow- 
©« ed on in the ancient channel. 15 (P. 11.) You ſeem 
to have in view . channel ſwelled with theſe 
ſtreams ; ; conſecration, initiation, regular introduc- | 
tion and formal claim. Whatever impropriety there 
may be in this figurative turn, your deſign i is plain. 
For you add, . Thus conſidered too, as an ancient ap- 
«« pointment, no FRESH DIRECT COMMAND was 
needed.“ (P. T1. .) So that, Infant baptiſm being vir- 
tually contained i in ſome poſitive appointment, chere 
was no need of any FRESH DIRECT COMMAND on 
| this buſineſs ;. eſpecially to the Jews. But how are 
we of Gentile extraction to trace the ſtream of In- 
fant baptiſm to its original ſource? this is not ſo eaſy | 
to determine. Even you, Sir, to whom this ſtream 
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1s ſo refreſhing, have yet made no diſcovery of that 


fountain from which it flows. TY 


So far as your preſent remark | has any 4 to f 


böſitive inſtitutions, TI would, obſerve, That they are 
Ke nature as to allow no room for conjecture. 
E e cannot infer from two poſitive inſtitutes two 
more; or from one, that another muſt be its ſubſti- 


ite. "Saczificey 0 were appointed long before circum- 


| <ifion and the palloyer. Yet what, other poſitive i in- 


ſlitute could the Patriarchs, or any other perſon, i in- 
fer from that appointment? So far from this, they 
never knew, wat to ſacrifice, nor, where, nor how, 


1 fi; 


nor why, but as they were commanded and taught. 


Every thing that! is pendent on the will of God, can 
only be known to us as he is pleaſed to make it ma- 


nifeſt. And i in any thing relative to religion, why 
ſhould we wander from his written word i in order to 


know his will ? Or with 1 it, Chil wander by indulg- 


ing, our fancy, | inſtead .of increaſing our faith ? 
Where fancy enters faith retires, where certain cuſ- 
toms' prevail, the command of God is made of 
none nent. : \ 


But 1 rather wonder, Sir, ſince you contend that | 


the | Apoſtles | went forth, authorized by Chriſt, to 
teach a NEW RELIGION ; ſo new, that till then it 
never had been revealed; P. 6.) in recollection of what 
you have ſaid on this ſubject, I. rather wonder, that 
in this nero religion, you ſhould plead for an old cuſ- 
tom; the channel of which to you, is ſo viſible, that 


no FRESH DIRECT COMMAND was needed, I ſhould 


5 have 
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Rave mog, if his new religion TO any po⸗ 


fitive inſtitute, it would have been ſomething. as no 
vel as all the reſt. So, Sir, perhaps, would you, 
had you not undertaken the cauſe you have; which 
being crooked, you are obliged to turn, as as it turns 


or elſe to leave it. 
« The bleſſing of Abeatina't is come on A. — 


tiles through Jeſus Chriſt.” (P. 13.) May we erer 


admire this mercy * But when did Abraham receive 
that bleſſing ? In circumciſion, or in uncireumciſion? 
« Ard we, like Iſaac, are the children of pro- 
miſe.” (P. 13.) Who are? The legitimate offspring 


of believers? No. © They which are the children 


of the fleſh, theſe are not the children of 
« God: but the children of the promiſe are ac- 
counted for the ſeed. Rom. i ix. 8,” —<< That I 
4 may ſpeak more plainly, all thoſe that are the 
« children of Abraham according to the fleſh, are 
« not therefore the adopted children of God, ; it is 
« not their blood, but their faith muſt make ther 

« ſuch.” There are fome of Abraham's fed, that 
are ſelected from the reſt, to hom the romiſt 
« was made; who are therefore called chi dren of 
« the 9 : and of this fort are all they, who are 
TH born after the ſpirit, (as Tfaat i is ſaid to be. Gal. 


9. 


« iv, 23.) whether Jas or Gentiles. The ſenſe af 
this verſe is fully ex reſſed. Gal. iii. 8, 147g 
40 ii. 29. vid. Gal. iv. 28. Sec Poole's Anngta- 
tions, on Rom. ix. 8.---The children of promiſe, 


as the ſame Author cb erves, in his Synopſis Criti- 
| G3 = corum, 
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« corum, are © geniti per promiſſi onem Evangelij, 
cc Vid. Galat. Cap. iv. 28.“ And of theſe children, 


ſo runs the ancient prediction: : A ſeed ſhall ſerve 


« him; it ſhall be 5 to the Loxp for a ge- 
« neration. Pf. xxii. - «Tu 8 

There is not a word in the New Teſtment, 
% which intimates an abridgment of our privileges: 
« or, that the chriſtian Uſpenſation. of religionis in- 

« ferior to any preceding.” (P. 13.) Right: Not 
a ſingle word. But would you ſo abuſe this fact, as 
to infer, we ought, therefore, to have a ſplendid 
temple i in an earthly Canaan; that ſacrifices and al- 
tars ought to be continued, and that new moons 
and feſtivals ought to be cbſerved ; or that ſome- 
thing fimilar to thoſe appointments ſhould ſtill be 
regarded. The ſuperiority of the preſent diſpenſa- 
tion is conſpicuous and .confei&d. But in what. 


does its excelling glory conſiſt | ?In exchangeing : a ſe- 


vere rite for one that is eaſy and familiar? Is this 
the only alteration that is mentioned; even in rela- 


tion to poſitive inſtitutions ? (P. 1.2. 5 Impoveriſhed. 


(dea. Read, Sir. with attention the third chapter 

of the ſecond Epiſtle to the Corinthians, and you. 
will renounce this poor opinion. You. will inſtantly. 
perceive, it is the miniſtration of the Spirit. that. 
conſtitutes the comparative excellence of the goſpel 
diſpepſation, compared with the preceding qconomy. 
Where the Spirit of the Lord is there is liberty.“ 


— 74 
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Apd with the conviction and conſolation of that 
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Spirit, no command of Chriſt is om of 'not even 
baptiſm by immerſion. © | 7 | 

But are you accurate when your! n aff an 
« abridgement of our privileges? Who are we? 
Are we of the poſterity of Abraham according to 
the fleſh? Were not our Progenitors Pagans? Are 
we not of Gentile extraction? © The people which 
« ſat in darkneſs faw great light: and to them which 
« ſat in the region of the ſhadow of death, light is 
« ſprung up. Mat. iv. 16.” And we, ſhall we talk 
of an abridgement of our privileges ? is 2 1 

In ſupport of the practice which you daterings: to 
defend, you produce 1 Cor. vii. 14. Yet you well 


know, that ſeveral of your moſt learned brethren 


give up that paſſage as uſeleſs in the preſent debate. 
On a paſſage ſo fully explained by ſome, and ſo rea- 
dily given up by others, I —_ ouy make the fol- 
lowing remarks. 

The Apoſtle in this text ſpeaks of a man and his 
wife unequally. yoked. The one a believer, the 
other an unbeliever. The believer is ſuppoſed to 
have received the goſpel ſince, and not before the 
conjugal relation commenced. The unbeliever pro- 
bably, was a Pagan. The queſtion 1 is, Does not a 
moral union with Jeſus Chriſt, diſſolve, in ſuch” 
circumſtances, the matrimonial contract? e 
| anſwer / is, no; by no means. For though a | moral, 


3 


- —— * 
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union with Chriſt, makes it criminal in a ö 


1 an infidel, yet as the parties 1 in queſtion, were 
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fet apart ® te each other or life, while they were 
both of them unacquainted with the goſpel; [their 


eivil connection, formed as it was, could not be 


conſidered as criminal. For marriage is honorable 
in all, and the bed undefled. Their children there- 
fore, were legitimate, holy, and not unclean. Much 
to the ſame purpoſe, Malachi ſpake to the Jews of 
4 legitimate offspring.—* The Lonp hath been 
„ witneſs between thee and the wife of thy youth, 


_«. againſt whom thou haſt dealt treacherouſſy: yet 


« ſhe is thy companion and the wife of thy cove- 


* nant. And did he not make one? yet had he 


“% the reſidue of the Spirit: and wherefore one? 
„ that he might ſeek 2 godly ſeed: (DTPIR yr 
pad quzrens ſemen Dei :) “ therefore take heed to 
« your ſpirit, and let none deal treacherouſly againſt 
« the wife of his youth. For the Loxp the God 
«« of Iſrael ſaith, that he hateth putting away. Mal. - 
ji. 14, 15, 16.” But what has this to do with 
baptiſm, or with church communion? If by rea- 
| e HET. eee ſon 
Even Mr Towgood admits this idea. He ſays, That 
« the unbelieving yoke- fellow was ſo far ſanctified by 
« (or to, or becauſe of,) the believing, as that, their 
45 children which would otherwiſe be UNCLEAN, are 0 
« HOLY.” His inference, I muſt leave him to ſupport. 
It is, however, obvious, that he *confiders the children of 
ſuch parents holy before they are chriſtenell. You, who 
followed him pretty cloſely, ſeem to be of a different opi- 
nion. See his Baptiſm of Infants, a reaſonable ſervice, 
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89 } 
fon of the believing huſband or wife, the children 
of both were holy, one would i imagine the ſtill un- 
believing parent, ſanctified by, or to the believing 
parent, was as holy : yet who ever contended, that 
ſuch a parent, though thus ſanctified, ought to have 
been baptized? Further; if where but one parent 
is a believer, the children are holy, will they be more 
haly on being baptized in a ſtate of infancy ? But, 
in a moral ſenſe, we know that children, let their 
parents be whom they may, are not holy, but unclean. 
So much ſo, that if ever they be holy, they muſt be 
born again. Names cannot alter the nature of 
„ oy feces mitlnaA 


f 


4 Soon as we draw our infant breath, 
The ſeeds of fin grow up for death; 
4 Thy law demands a kerſes heart, 
« But we're defil'd in ev 17 part.“ 


Such is the language of a penitent, according to 
Dr. Watts; ; who adds, 


1 Behold, I fall before thy face; 

„My only refuge is thy grace: 

« No outward forms can make me clean ; 
The leproſy lies deep within.“ 


Having urged, what you thought argumentative 
on the NATURE of baptiſm, you ſcem to be con- 
ſcious more will be expected. To render the 
* argument concluſive,” which, by your own con- 

| ceſſion 
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90 7 
ceſſion is not ſo at preſent, you propofe to enter in- 
to the HOUSEHOLDS of the ſaints. Thither I mean 
to follow you. Grant me, however, a little reſpite 
from additional remarks. Other and better employ 
than diſputation, is. now approaching. May I bring 
from-it a ſpirit and temper adequate to the taſk I 

have undertaken : ſo much ſo, that I may finiſh my: 
Anfwer to your Defence, with ſome degree of chriſ- 
tian reputation! Such is the unfeigned- deſire, and- 
thall be the aſſi duous endeavour of your een 


— 4 a ar <p ee IS " —_ 


— yavnycs rye 


—̃ — D 33 
: — .. K . . . 4 -- r ot. LA LEADS <A ih is 
* = * * 
* 
1 y 


o ol 1 
\ 1 
1 A cs "or" 
a r . — . a 
0 = p 22 R 
— Ä R 
— - » — — 3222 — 
— 
1 
a 
* 


— 


| _ —_ 


: 
5 
' 
i 
7 
* 
4% i 
1 
4 
* 
4s 
; 1 
17 
* 5 
' 
. 2: 
£ 
1 
1 
+ 
- | 
. 
4 
1 
4 
177 
[il : 4 
L 
4 
* 
333 
= = 
Fi 
: 
4 
F 
4 
3 
4 
* 
1 
rt T 
F: 
18 
1 
23% 


April 7, 1786. 
5 „ Jeu MABTIN- 


” py _ > * 
wr * of +” G4 w_ nn 
ts ai n 
N 


r 
— 


. I a ; P 1 
L « 
1 RE 4 * oC 
. : Ei * ; 
4 3 Y : 


8 
x 
+ = * — * — i — 
5 py 4 4 4.50 n A 
* N a ——— — — 1 z 
2 — —_— — — —_—_— a 1 F 2 x 
I „ N P FO 1 5 _ - 2 * o ; 2 
N x 5 2 n 3 88 133 A i i 4, 12 5 
2 4 s 4 * © 3£. I - 7 s "> * * 4 
= 8 N ** — INT; * F oa 


Fans LN. EN... 


ö 
Re 


3 x . - a # "9 % * 7 s 1 b 
a 5 4 ra of : 1411 : > : 
L x a 
* % 8 1 * * : 
| | E | T T E R - | V | | 
4 5 * — : 1 
| 7 8 . * 3 
6 * 
; $596 a we e 
4 1 « 9 4 
, 


1 
Re V. SI R. 
Am now at leiſure to attend you to the Houst- 
HOLDS of the ſaints. But why, as one of your 
readers, do you invite me thither ? Is it to behold ; 
their piety towards God, or their benevolence to- 
wards men; walking together as the heirs of the 
grace of life? Alas! no ſuch thing. © This i is 
« not your ſubject.“ True. What then? In- 
fant baptiſm | ? But what ſhall we ſee of that cere- 
mony in the houſeholds of . thoſe faints to which 
you introduce us ? Why, you are to prove that in 
thoſe houſcholds there were Infants, * and ſecond- 
: ® Mr Theodore Huet, Paſteur de I Egliſe Watlonne d' 
Amſterdam, endeavours to avail himſelf of the baptiſm of 
houſeholds,'in his Sermon du Bapteme des petits Enſants. 
Vet, having ſaid There is every appearance that the 
ve Apoſtles adminſtered Baptiſm to the infants of thoſe 
«© who embraced Chriſtianity, in adminiſtering it to their 
* parents: he is compelied, by the force of truth, to add, 
« We cannot, it is true, allege any example that 1s cer- 
Fl * te tain, and that carries with it demonſtration. If we could, 
« we ſhould not need any thing more to put a period to 
« this controverſy.” See Mr Huet's Sermons ſur les Sec- 


tions du Catechiſme de Calvin. Tome Quatieme, P. 252. 


- 


{ 92 ] 
ty, that thoſe Infants were baptized. This, if not 


a matter of confcience, is certainly a curious ſub- 
jet. And as I cannot perfevere in my preſent in- 
tention and fefuſe your invitation, I'will'endeavour 


to pay due regard to your ingenious obſervatians on 


chriſtian parents, and on the children committed. to 
their care. FEE 
Yeur leading remark is this, “ That when t 

* maſter or head of a family was proſely ted, and 
„ embraced chriſtianity, by profeſſing repentance 
and l faith, the WHOLE HOUSEHOLD were actually 
a baptized, AS THE MEMBERS OF HIS OR HER FA» 
* MILY.” (P. 13, 14.)—Tt is true, Sir, we do read 
of three or. $58 houteholds which were baptized 
when the heads of thoſe families ſubmitted to that 
ordinance. But, does it therefore follow, that thefe 


| houſcholds were baptized without their own conſent z 
without either repentance or Faith; and as being | 


members only of thoſe families in which their maſters 
or parents were baptized ? Does it follow, from the 
few families mentioned in the New Teſtament, that 
whenever the Apoſtles baptized any other parent or 
maſter, the children and ſervants were baptized at 


the ſame time? Did John the Baptiſt baptize whole 


houſeholds ? or was not that multitude which went 


out to him as other multitudes in common are? | 


And all the people that heard him, and the pub- 
« licans juſtified God, being baptized with the bap-, 
tiſm of John. But the phariſces and lawyers re- 


66 © je ged the counſel of Gd againſt ann be- | 


tad) ing 


1 83 


«ing not baptized with the baptiſm-of John. Lake 
« vii. 29, 30. Here every thing appears to he per- 
ſonal, and not relative, They who rejected, rejected 
the counſel of God againſt themſelves; and they who 

ſubmitted and juſtified God, did ſo for themſelves.: At 
this period, the kingdom of heaven ſuffered violenco. 
and the violent took it by force. Matt xi. 12. J 
dividuals, therefore, were thus addreſſed, He that 

« hath ears to hear let him hear. Matt. xi. 15.“ 
Lou have taken care, Sir, to place in n. 
ſpicuous capitals, the words WHOLE HOUSE» 
HOLD. And if great letters and great force of 
argument were inſeparably connected, I ſhould 
not have dared to have written an Anſwer to your 
Defence. Children may be dazzled with ſuch ap- 
pearances; ; men are not ſo affected. Lou muſt ad- 
mit, that general terms are frequently of limited 
conſtruction. Of this fact, take the following in- 
ſtances. Then went out unto. him,” [John che 
Baptiſt, 1 10 Jeruſalem and all Judea, and ad the re- 
gion round about Jordan, and were baptized of 

« him in Jordan, confeſſing their ſins. Matt, « ii 
0 5,6.“ Yet who doubts, that many, who dwelk au 
theſe places, did not go out to him? or that many 
who did, were not baptized 2. In the Commiſſion it 
is ſaid, «© Go ye, therefore, and teach all nations.” 
Yet who apprehends that Chriſt, in this Commiſe 
ſion, meant to ſay, Teach all in all nations? Infants, 
ideots, and thoſe who were inſane, were of courſe 
_ excepted. In Samuel it is faid, « And the man H. 
„ kanah, and «ll his houſe, went t up to offer to 
«« the 
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1 794 5] 
the Lord the'yearly ſacrifice, and his vow. - Bit 


„Hannah went not up; for” ſhe ſaid to her huſ- 


1 band, I will not go up till the child be weaned, 
and then I will bring him, that he may appear be- 
% fore the Lord, and there abide for ever. 1 Sam. i. 


«, 21, 22.” Here are Eltanah and all his houſe going 


up to offer to the Lord, and yet We are told, that 
Hannah and Samuel we te left at home. 

« . It is certain the word houſe or haſehold, is ten 
uſed where none are meant but ſuch as are come 
« to years of underſtanding. For example, Luke 


« Xt. 17. 4 houſe divided againfl 4 houfe. John iv. 


« 53. Himſelf believed, AND His WHOLE HOUSE. 
Acts ii. 36. Let ALL THE HOUSE of 1/rael know 
« affureily, that God hath made that fame Feſus, whom 
« ye have crucified, both Lord and Chriſt. Acts xviil. 
« 8. Criſpus,=bilivued* on the Lord, wiTH ALL 
« HAS HOUSE, Tit. i. 10, 11. Decrivers, toho ſubvert 


„ 'WHOLE HOUSES.” Conſequently, to infer it as 
fact, that infants were baptized; as being part of 


« the houſe, is ſuppoſing and taking for granted, 
« not proving the matter in queſtion. If all the 
« families in Great Britain were obliged to take 
« an oath of alle egiance ; any man who ſhould here- 


« after read our hiſtory, would make a very wrong 


«Inference, if he ſhould, merely from the word a- 


« milies, or houſeholds, conclude, this oath was ad- 
« miniſtered to children; though they are very ca- 


* pable of the outward and vi ſible ff zn, which is 


40 only Me ing the book, I think it Ran ſays 
Dr. 
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Pr. * Hammond, that the Apolſtle's bare mention 
« of baptizing his houſehold, 1 Cor. i. 16. mould 
« be thought competent to conclude, that "infants 
« were baptized by him, when it is uncertain whe- 


« ther there were any ſuch at all in his honſe.” See 


a Courſe of Letters to Bp. Hoadly. p. 99, 100, 101. 
„Paul baptized the ' houſehold of Stephanas.“ 
(P. 14.) Admitted. But what I have juſt quoted 
from Dr. Hammond ſhows, even in his opinion, 
how unreaſonable it is to dddics that fact to anſwer 
your intention. Beſides; is it not ſaid of the houfe- 
hold of Stephanas, 95 that it is the firſt fruits of 
Hebaia, and that they have addicted n, to the 
miniſtty'of the ſaints? 1 Cor. xvi. 17. 
Lydia and her houſehold were baptized.“ (J P. 14.) 
Admitted: But who were they? She ſaid to Paul 
and his companions, after ſhe and her houſehold had 


been "baptized, „If ye have judged me to be faith- | 


« ful to the Lord, come into mine houſe' and abids 
« there.“ They conſented. © They entered" into 


the houſe of ydla: and when they had ſeen the 


« brethren; they comforted them, and departed.” 
« AQs'xvi.'15;:5$6,%— But, perhaps, theſe bᷣrethren 


were not of her houſehold. It might be ſo. I find, 


however, none but brethren in her houſe. When: 
you are able to prove that Lydia had any children, 
I will pay uncommon: attention as the os wb ac! 


that amiable woman. 445 8 5 
Was not the caſe juſt fimitar too relpe digg the 


* 3 Jailor? (P. 14.) Tes, to- the preced- 


5 ing 


— 


ing account, which I have laid before you, it was. For, 
they fpake to him the word of the Lord, and to 


« all that were in his houſe ; and he rejoiced be- 
« lieving in Ged. U e his houſe.) A. Xvi. 


C 32, 34. 


Lou can Sir, be very: : attentive. 90 3 


| when they ſeem to afford you, the leaſt; advantage: 


but here is one circumſtance i in the caſe of the Phi- 
lippian Jailor which your brethren ſometimes men- 


tion, (and I am told has been lately mentioned) to 


their di advantage. 125 Can we believe, ſay they , 


that the Jailor and his houſehold. were immerſed 


« at midnight ©” Why: not, when the fact reſts on 


- 


1 ſuch authority? But if a part of his houſehold was 


not believers, but infants, were they to be taken 


out of bed at midnight, in order to be baptized? At a 
period when Philip ſaid to a well inſtructed Eunuch, 


« If thou believeſt with all thine heart thou mayeſt. 
« Acts viii. 37. Would Paul ſay to à converted 
Jailor, Whether your children believe, or are 
« deſtitute of faith, though it is midnight, they muſt 
1 immediately, be baptized? Were this admitted, 


would it not ſeem as if the baptiſm of infants is 
efſential to their ſalvation ? What elſe. could juſtify 


ſuch precipitate proceeding ? Under the law of Mo- 
ſes, the male children of the Jews were not to be 
circumciſed till the eighth day. And as many chil- 


dren died before that appointed period, may we not 
infer, that the circumciſion of infants was not eſ- 


ſential to their ſalvation? Are chriſtian parents to 


be 
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be brought into greater jeopardy than the father of 
Sampſon, or of Solomon? Let it not be ſaid then, 
that infants were baptiſed at m:dqnight : leſt we again 
open a door to that kind of ſuperſtition which, in 
what is called the catholic church, has diſtreſſed the 
minds of many. But where perſecution. prevails, | 
arid God is pleaſed to make his word triumphant; 
when any in ſuch a ſituation are converted, rejoice 
in the Lord, and wiſh to obey him, they may be 
allowed to make uncommon haſte, in 1 his 
commandments. 5 
And now, Sir, after all that is ſaid in the Acts of 
| the houſehold of the Philippian Jailor, in ſupport 
of believer? baptiſm, can you continue to ſuppoſe, 
that the Greek word rpg being in the ſingular 
Humber, is of ſufficient force ro ſet aſide that evi- 
dience I am apprehenſive, you will not long retain 
that ſtrange opinion. You may ftill contend, for 
aught J know, that there were infants in his family; 
but T hope vou will vouchſafe to give us better ſa - 
tisfaction on that article, if rau expect * ws 
BO give you credit. 
«© When Peter addreſſed his 2 ee 
8 a them to be baptized, does he not place 
i the argument! in the ſame form?“ (P. 14.) You 
mean, Sir, in the ſame form in which you have 
placed it; which is, That when the maſter or 
head of a family was proſelyted, and embraced 
* chriſtianity, by profeſſing repentance and faith, tha 


« WHOLE HOUSEHOLD 3 baptized, As 
en — « THB 


t * 1 


* THE MEMBERS OF HIS OR HER FAMILY.” P. 13. 
14.) In order to ſupport what your queſtion affirms, 


you quote and obſcure theſe memorable words: Re- 
« pent and be baptized every one of you, in the 
« name of Jeſus Chriſt for the remiſſion of ſins, 
« and ye ſhall receive the gift of the Holy Ghoſt, 
« For the promiſe is to you and to your children, and 


« to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord 


“ our God ſhall call. Acts ii. 38, 39.” 

T perceive in running over your fourteenth page 
again, that you have not produced theſe verſes at full 
length. But as every man as a right to adduce what 
is convenient to his purpoſe, either in the words or 
ſenſe of any writer, of that, I make no complaint, 
Where meaning is neither perverted nor obſcured 
there is no injury; and to men of ſenſe and candour 
there will be no offence. But as I think you have 
not given us the meaning of what you have pro- 
duced, I will endeavour to convince you of this by 
the following remarks: Peter ſpake to the diſtreſſed; 
to men who were pricked in their heart. His wiſh 
was to alleviate their ſorrows. It was more. It 


was their converſion. They ſaid, „What ſhall we 


te do??? Then Peter ſaid unto them, © Repent and 
ebe baptized every one of you,” {that is one by one, 


and one for one, as the perſonal duty of each) „ in _ 


« the Name,“ (that is by the authority, and accord- 
ing to the command of Jeſus Chriſt, for the remiſ- 
ſion of fins ;) © and,” (in ſo doing) “ ye ſhall re- 


E..ceive e the Vt of the n Ghoſt. For the pro- 
N | 10 miſe 


4. 
* 
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6 wilt (ſpoken of by the Prophet Joel) i is to you and 
* to your children; and to all that are afar off, even 
© as many as the Lord our God ſhall call.” The 
words which, cloſe the ſecond chapter of Joel, are; 
And it ſhall come to paſs; that whoſoever ſhall 
1 call on the name of the Loxp ſhall be delivered: 
& for in mount Zion and in Jerufalem ſhall be de- 
« liverance, as the Lob hath faid, and in the rem- 
% nant whom the Lorp ſhall call.” „Even all 
tt the reſt, whom Jehovah ſhall any where call to 
©. the knowledge and the worſhip of himſelf.” See 
Dr. Chandler's Paraphraſe on the text. | 
The purpoſe of God to call and his effectual cal- 
ling have been, are, and ever will be of equal ex- 
tent. Till any perſon is thus called, what promiſe 
teplete with ſpiritual bleſſings, can he enjoy? But | 
whoever is the called according to the purpoſe of 
God, he not only underſtands, but receives, em- 
braces and practically regards the promiſes of the goſ- 
pet. Such were many who attended to the Addrefs 
of: Peter. Then they that gladly received his 
word were baptized: and the ſame day there were 
„added to them about three thouſand fouls. And 
„ they continued ſtedfaſtly in the Apoſtles doctrine 
« and fellowſhip, and in breaking of bread, and in 
% prayers. Acts it. 41, 42“ Can this text, of 
context, be of any ſervice to you? Yes, when 
you read it for your own edification, as a chriſtian, 
it may: but when you attempt to prefs this paſſage 
in order to produce fror it a proof that Infants up 
H 2 to 
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th 90 baptized, then, however ping, it e to 
gyrus you the leaſt aſſiſtance. | os 

« You and your children is noting more Man . 
. and your POSTERITY. | [reis rebels he.] So in 
« John viii. 29. I ye were Abraham's cHIIDREN 
* [rexz] ye would do the works of Abraham. AQ _ 
« Xiti. 32, 33. | The promife: which was made 'unto 
« the fathirs, God hath fulfilled the fame ux ro us” 
„ THEIR CHILDREN. [Drs.] Matt. Xxvii. 25. 
4 His blood. be upon us and on OUR CHILDREN. 
« [ rihvn El.. An impreeation which has miracu- 
« louſly reſted on them, and' on their deſcendants, 
© for almoſt ſeventeen hundred years.—So that the 
*« word children here, has no reference to the in- 
«& fantile ſtate ; nor does the promiſe mean baptiſm. 
The learned Doors, Hammond and Mbitby, tho 
* they have both written in favor of Infant bap- 
* tiſm, conclude this text is nothing to the purpoſe. 
« The words of the fir are If any have made uſe 
« of that very uncuncludent argument [the promiſe 
« is made to you, and to your children] I have noth- 
« ing to ſay in defence of them. I think the word 
« children there, is really the poſterity of the Jews, 
« and not peculiarly their infant children. And 
« Hphitby fays, Theſe words will not prove a right 
« of infants to receive baptiſm : the promiſe men- 
% tioned here, being that only of the Holy Ghoſt, 
« mentioned: verſes 16, 17, 18, Kc. See a Courſe 
„ of Letters to Biſhop Hoadly, p. 88, 89, 90. 
« "The words of Dr Hammonc are quoted from 
| « Reſol. 
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4% Reſol. 6 Qu. Edit. 12mo. p. 256. [9:5 81. 
« And the words of Dr Whitby, from his Amo, 
« in Acts ji. 38, 39.“ 

Frem the paſſage above produced from Acts i ii, 
you argue thus, “ Now, if, becauſe the divine pro- 
« miſe reached the proſelyted parents, they were tg. 
« be baptized, and he aſſerts the ſame promiſe equ- 
2 ally belonged to their children, what ſhould you 
40 infer, but, that for the ſame reaſon theſe ſhould 
be baptized too?” (p- 14.) 

It is evident, that the divine promiſe fo reached 
the proſelyted parents, that it was received by faith; 
then, and not till then, they who gladly received 
the word were baptized. But unleſs it be o applied 
to their children, and fo received by them, how 
ſhould there be the fame reaſon for their being bap- 
tized? I would infer, therefore, that when the 
children of believers obtain /i#e precious faith with 
their parents, they will then obey the goſpel, and 
become followers of them who through faith and 
patience inherit the promiſes. 4s 
| You take a liberty in the following words which 
1 think is not to be commended. And, ſays the 
« inſpired writer, *tis binding, not upon you Jews 
« only, but praleiyied Gentiles too ®; ; thoſe that 

N H 3 | „% are 


* Dr Doddridge mentions a fact in relation to this clauſe, 


To all that are afar oF, which you do not feem to have re- 
collected. His words are, „Since Peter knew nothing as 


” 4 et of the intended calling of the Gentiles, he could only 


* mean 
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tt are afar off, whom the Lord our God ſhall call 


into the profeſſion of this religion : the promiſe 


f will reſpect them and their children, juſt as it does 
ſe you and yours: All chriſtians whether proſelyted, 
“ and fo brought nigh to God, or born under the 
*« diſpenſation, ſhall be ſeperated to its honors and 
obligations by the rite of baptiſm.” (p. 14, 15.) 

% And, ſays the inſpired writer?“ Is that which 


follows, the language, or the ſenſe of the language 


® inſpiration * ? Such freedoms ſhould be foreborne. 


Tis binding -” What is? the divine promiſe? If 
th be your meaning, I aſk, to whom is it binding ? ? 


To him that made it? or to them that receive it ? 


If you mean the latter, are Infants ſuch? Will 


you fay, that you reſtrain the binding influence of 
the divine promiſe, among us, to proſelytes ? This 
gives me but little ſatisfaction; becauſe, I cannot 
underſtand you on that ſubject. You contend that 


infants may be proſelyted, and yet ſay, We have 


no proſelytes here to make. Will you ſay, the pro- 
miſe to which you refer, binds them only © whom 


« the Lord our God ſhall call into the profeſſion of. 


* this,“ (i. e. the chriſtian) © religion?“ But this 
would be to contradict much that you have faid in 
your Defence of Infant Baptiſm. The promiſe,” 


« mean by this, that the go/pe! ſhould be preached o all 


« the diſperſed of Iſrael, in diſtant nations! : But the Spiris 
« of God, might have a farther view.” See Dr Dod- 
deridge's Family Expoſitor, in the Note d. on Acts ii. 39» 
Octavo Edit. 
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you ſay; © will reſpe& them,” the proſelyted Cen- 
tiles, “ and os children, juſt as it does you Jews] 
% and yours.” But, Sir, how had this promiſe any 
reſpect to the Jews? Was it applied to all with- 
out diſtinction? Was it of uſe to any that rejected 
him in whom all the promiſes of God are yea, and 
in him amen, unto the glory of God? 2 Cor. i. 20. 
« All chriſtians, whether proſelyted, and ſo brought 
„ nigh to God, or born under the diſpenſation, ſhall 
be ſeperated to its honors and obligations by the 
« rite of baptiſm.” To put theſe words in the 
mouth of Peter, and to inform the reader this is the 
language of the inſpired writer, is diſpleaſing. Was 
Peter ever wont to ſpeak as you have made him? 
Did he ever ſay, All chriſtians ſhould be ſeperated 
to the honors of the chriſtian diſpenſation by the 
rite of baptiſm? But what are your criterions of 
chriſtianity? Why, whether they are proſelyted, 
and ſo brought nigh to God, or born under the 
chriſtian diſpenſation, which is the common lot 
of millions who are not brought nigh to God, 
they are alike to be ſeperated to the honors of 
chriſtianity by the rite of baptiſm ; you mean too, 
dy the rite of Infant baptiſm. Is this the voice of 
Peter? Of what Peter? I am confident, it is not 
the language of that Peter who was an We of 
Jeſus Chriſt. 

Regulate as you pleaſe the channel of divine com- 
paſſion, God continues to ſay, © I will have mer- 
cy on whom I will have mercy, and I will have 
H 4 „ com- 
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85 compaſſion an. whom I will have. compaſſion, 
« Rom. ix. 15,” He ſtill takes, . One of a city, 


« and two of a 3 e ſtill afes, „ Was not 


% Eſau Jacob's brother?“ And when he ſpeaketh 
of that favor which iſſues in ſalvation; he ſtill aſſures 
us, The election hath obtained it, and the reſt 
« were blinded, Rom. xi. 7.” „O the depth of 
« the riches. bath of the wiſdom and knowledge of 
« God, how unſearchable are his judgments, and 
4 his ways paſt finding out! For who hath known 
« the mind of the Lord? or who hath been his 
his counſellor? Or who hath firſt given to him, 
« and. jt ſhall be recompenſed to him again? For 
* of him, and through him, and to him are all 
« things; to whom be glory for ever, n. 
4 Rom. xi. 3336. 

Beſore I quit the bouſcholds of the bee. J wiſh 


* 


6 


you to obſerve, That though there is an entire ſilence 
with reſpect to ebildren in the Acts of the Apoſtles, 


whenever the writer of that hiſtory treats of haptiſin, 
yet the writer of the 44s, is careful to make ex- 
6 preſs mention of children in an hiſtorical fact of | 
te much te/s conſequence, when children were really 
4 a part of the company. Thus Acts xxi. 5. They 


all brought us on aur way, WITH WIVES AND 


„ CHILDREN, till zue were out of the city. We may 
“ obſerve in another inſtance or two, how carefully 
the ſcripture mentions children, when they are 
parties concerned. Matt. xiv. 21. They that 
* eaten were about free rhouſund men, beſide 
_ WOMEN 


L 205 J 

« WOMEN AND CHILDREN; [rar, little child. 
« ren.] And in the next chapter, which recards 
another miracle of the like ſort, Matt. xv. 38. 


They that did eat were four thouſand men, BESIDE 
WOMEN AND CHILDREN 2 brides little child. 


ren, infants ., 

® « Theſe miracles, of feeding fo many. thouſand 

2 W men, from ſuch ſcanty. proviſion, would have | 

been ſufficiently great and illuſtrious, without 

the additional circumſtance of women and child. 

| A i ren: but as they were parties Gs Lin are - 

pF « mentioned. "> " 

And is it ot A little ng reihen we no aided 

* find children mentioned, not once mentioned, if it 
« were the Apoſtles cuſtom to baptize tbem with their 
« parents? Theſe ſervants and Apoſtles of Chriſt, 
« we have already obſerved, were no ſtrangers to 
ec baptiſm before the death of their maſter. They 
« knew it, and praiſed it in Fobn's time. But to 
« whom did they adminiſter it? To the adult only. 
« not to them and their infants. If afterwards they 
„ were to underſtand and practiſe this rite ſo differ- 
*« ently from what they had juf! before underſtaod and 
« practiſed ; if they were to baptize, not only the 
« profeſſors of repentance and faith, but their off- 
« ſpring too; may we not expect to find ſuch dif- 
« ference expreſſed, either in their Lord's commiſ- 
« ſion, or in the authentic account of their practice. 

* who baptized in obedience to his command? But 

"3 neither Chriſt nor his Apoſtles have declared 


« Infant 
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« Infant baptiſm, - how ſhall we know it to be 


« their mind ?” See a Courſe of Letters to Bp. 


Hoadly. P. 92, 93, 94. 

Thus I quit, for the preſent, the houſeholds of 
the ſaints mentioned in the Adds of the Apoſtles ; 
confirmed in my belief that thoſe families were ſtran- 
gers to that practice which you labor to promote. 


As you take your leave of theſe families, you do it 


no leſs confirmed in your conjectures; you alſo do 


it by making this formal concluſion : © Upon the 


* whole, does it not appear, that, to baptize per- 
ſons, in our circumſtances, at an ADULT age, is 
without a SCRIPTURAL WARRANT ; without a 
„ SINGLE EXAMPLE in the Apoſtolic practice; 
66 white, to baptize houſeholds or families, the pa- 
rent or head of it being a chriſtian, is an EXACT 
« AND LITERAL IMITATION o of THE CONDUCT 
« OF MEN DIVINELY INSPIRED? (P. 15.) 

Let us lament the repeated and affecting inſtances 
we have of human weakneſs. I am carried by the 
evidence before us, with all the fincerity you can 
wiſh me to poſſeſs, to every different concluſion. I 
will expreſs it more fully in a parody of yours. 

Upon the whole then, does it not appear, that to 
baptize perſons, in our circumſtances, at an ADULT 


age, is with the WARRANT OF SCRIPTURE and 


with MANY EXAMPLES in the Apoſtles practice; 
ſeeing our circumſtances have made no change either 
in the nature of the kingdom of Chriſt, or in the 
nature of goſpe el obedience? But does it appear, 


that 


* 


April II, 1786. 


E 9 
that to baptize houſeholds or families, the parent or 


head of it being a chriſtian, is Ad EXACT AND 
LITERAL IMITATION OF THE CONDUCT OF MEN 


- DIVINELY: INSPIRED? No : the reverſe of this 


bold aſſertion, I flatter myſelf, I have proved in the 
preceding pages. I am, Sir, with undiminiſhed 


reſpect for every thing in you that is reſpectable, 


notwithſtanding theſe animadverſions on your 22 
Fence of Infant * | 


Your's in our Lord, 


Joun Marin. 
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Rev. Sts, 
HEN the ſcene changes 8 is ex- 


excited. Even thoſe changes which we 
at length regret, do frequently, at firſt, produce a 


tranſient ſatis faction. We now. enter on a new to 


pick. The ſabjects of baptiſm have beenconſidered; 

we are now to conſider what is the node. But, Sir, 
permit me to obſerve, © we run into à great miſiate 
« and confuſion of language, when we talk of /prink- 
« ling and immerſion as different modes of the ſame 
« thing. Modern cuſtom has reconciled us to this 
« abuſe of language; ſo that we do not ſtumble at 
« the inconfiſtency, when we call ſprinkling bapt:/on. 
« But he that ſhall confine himſelf unto the ideas 
« conveyed by ſcripture language, will perceive that 
to call ſprinkling a mode of baptizing, is to call 
« ſprinkling a mode of bathing, or of wajhing the bo- 


Ay in water. Tis to confound two rites as intirely 


«- diſtin, as were waſhing the body, and ſhaving off 
*« the Hair, in the purification of a leper.*” See a 


Courſe of Letters to Bp. Hoadly. P. 24, 25. 


The following remarks, produced by the fame 


Author, from two an: in the Church of Eng- 
| land, 


[ 109 ] 
land, deſerve our notice. See his Courſe of Letters 
P. 4, 5- 

A very few years make 2 great alteration in 
« mens notions, and language about ſuch points of 
« religion. And the diſtance of many years makes 
« a ſtill. greater alteration ; whilſt men of various 
2 opinions, and ſtrong imaginations, are continu- 
« ally going on to comment and enlarge upon ſuch 
4 ſubjects; the New Teſtament therefore, in this 
« caſe, is alone to be depended on; from which we 
66 ought, with the greateſt care and honeſty, Was 
« all our notions of this duty.“ (Bp. Hoadly.) 

„ In proceſs of time, the beſt inſtitutions are ho 
« to decline, and by inſenſible degrees to fwerve; 
« and'depart from the perfection of their firſt Nate z 
and therefore it is a good rule, to preſerve things 
« from corruption and dege neracy, often to look 


dback to the firſt inſtitution, and by that to corre — | 


„% thoſe" imperfections and errors which will almoſt 
* unayoidably. creep in with time.“ 8 "TH. 
4% lotſon.) 
This part of the debate Werbe us, 708 thes f in“ 
troduce. Allow me ſtill to preſume on your pa- 
tient attention, while, THIRDLY, 1 vindicate 
« the mode of adminiſtering baptiſm by SPRINK> 
* LING or POURING water on the fubject.“ (P. 150 
An apology this, which you certainly ought to make 
to men of common nnderſtanding, who are verſed 
in this debate. You are pleaſed to add,“ And 1 
<6 cannot but think, that very little may ſuffice for 
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1 
« an impartial intelligent hearer, on this part of 
« the ſubject.“ (P. 15.) I am ſure, Sir, if a very 
little will not ſatisfy, ſuch hearers, or ſuch readers, 
they muſt be greatly diſappointed. ö 
But before I attend to your arguments in favor of 
« ſprinkling, or pouring. water on the ſubject,“ I 
wiſh to lay before you this general remark : That 
me the res, either the ordinance of baptiſm 
a Maes of our er that i it was caſy - be "i 
termined. by following Adminiſtrators, in what man- 
ner it was to be adminiſtered, or it was not. And 
it is ow ſo ſtated in the New Teſtament, or it is 
not. If it be not, whence, Sir, have you ſufficient 
r to give your vote and practice in favor of 
ſprinkling? Farther; if this matter was not deter- 
mined by proper authority, who can imagine that 
baptiſm, in any form, was meant to be continued ? 
But if, by ſuch authority, it was determined that 
baptiſm ſhould be adminiſtered by ſprinkling, can 
you account how this ordinance was ever corrupted 
by immer ſion? And remember, Sir, if this be a cor- 
ruption, it has ſo been from the commencement. of this | 
poſitive inſtitute fo this day. The change from im- 
mer ſion to ſprinkling is of eaſy inveſtigation. It is 
only to conſult le and blood to obtain a deciſive 
anſwer. But had /prinkl:ing been eſtabliſhed by di- 
dine authority, and confirmed by the conſtant prac- 
tice of the Apoſtles, it requires ſomething more 
than all your ingenuity to account for the antiquity 
and 


an 


EI 
and prevalence of immerſion, under all thoſe di 1fecul- 


ties and aiſcouragements * which ſo. many have been 
ebliged to ſurmount, who have endeavoured to ob- 
tain the teſtimony of a good conſcience in their per- 
ſonal ſubmiſſion to this duty, _ 

I will now conſider your attempt to © Vindicate 
« the mode of adminiſtering, baptiſm by SPRINK= 

« LING Or, POURING water on the ſubjeck. * . 
The Greck word (garrige) which is uſed for 
3 baptizing, ſignifies, accordihg to the beſt Lexico- 
* graphers and Grammarians, not only to dip or 
0 plunge under water; but alſo, to waſh or wet in 
6 any form.” (P. 15.) How are we to judge, 
whether the Grammarians you have. in view be the 
beſt or ſecond beſt? Lou mention no names: you 
quote no paſſage to confirm your aſſertion. If they 
be, what vou call them, the beſt, then it appears, 
even from your conceſſion, that the beſt Lexicogra- 
phers and Grammarians do admit the leading ſenſe 
of the word garrige, is to dip or plunge in water. 
And if it be, we are not at all affected wich its 
having, on ſome occaſions, a ſofter ſignification. 
Were the learned and laborious Authors whoſe nu- 
merous and ſtriking conceſſions Mr Booth has pro- 
duced, on the meaning of the terms Baptiae and 
Baptiſin, unacquainted with the primary, native and 
proper ſenſe of thoſe words? Vet no leſs than fft ty 
ſeven Pædobaptiſts, have been produced by him, as 

bearing witneſs againſt their own practice and yours, 


in Siving their ſuſfrages in ſupport of the leading 
ſenſe 


L 


ſenſe of thoſe terms. See Mr Booth's Pedobaptifi 
Exatnined, chap. 2. P. 16—28. 

Mr Michaelis, has juſtly obſerved, * That a word 
4 has often ſeveral ſignifications, and we chooſing 
« that which 1s not applicable to the fubje& in 
4 queſtion, are znawares drawn into errors.” See 
his Diſſertation on the Influence of Opinions on Lan- 
guage, and of Language on Opinions. P. -* va 

Leaving Lexicographers 'and Grammarians, you 
advance to higher authority. You appeal to the 
New Teſtament. What you are pleaſed to pro- | 
duce from that fafe ſource of information ſhall not 
be overlooked. ! 

40 They practiſed, ſays the Apoſtle, Rapocbis gar- 
1 rice, di Herent kinds of baptiſms; religious waſh- 
4 1 Ings « of various ſorts, or in different forms. Now, 
& if the inſpired Apoſtle rightly underſtood this 
« word, and uſes it as an equiyocal | open term, in- 
4 cluding different kinds of waſhing, who can limit 
ic it to one particular ſenſe, or mode of application, | 
& conſiſtently with an impartial regard. to the autho- 
« rity of ſcripture ?” P. 15, 16.) So you quote from 
Heb. ix 10, and ſo you argue from zo words in 
that'text. But let it be remembered, that the Apo- 
ſtle i is there Tpeaking of Jewiſh baptiſms ; 5 and that, 
though they were divers, they. were not diverſe. 
* Thoſe baptiſms were called divers, becauſe of the 
+ different perſons and things wafhed or dipped, 

& as Grotius has obſerved ; and not becauſe of dif- 
oc * ferent ſorts of gy, for there is but one way 
| 00 of 
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« of waſhing, and that is by dipping ; what has 2 


« little water only ſprinkled or poured on it, cannot 


« be ſaid to be waſhed; the Jews had their ſprink- 
t lings, which were diſtin from waſhings or bath- 
« jrigs, which were always performed by immerſion; 


« it is a rule, with them, that wherever in the law 


« waſhing of the fleſh, or of the clothes is menti- 
e  oned, it means nothing elſe than 1371 55 Ha 
« the dipping of the whole body in a lavet—fot if any 


« man dips himſelf all over except the tip of his 


« little finger, he is ſtill in his uncleanneſs, accord- 
ing to them.” See Dr. Gill on Baptiſm, in his 
practical body of Divinity. P. 335, 336. 


It may alſo deſerve to be conſidered, whether there 
« be in any part of the Bible any ſuch religious cere- 


% mony, as ſprinting ater on the face ? If my read- 
*« ing does not deceive me, there doesnot appear in 
« all the five books of Moſes any rite of ſprinkling 
« mere water. © There was a ſprinkling of water mix- 
« ed with blood, and of watet mixed with the aſhes 


« of an heifer; but I think, no ſuch thing as ſptink- 


*« ling ſimple water. It is ſaid, indeed, Ezek .xxxvi. 25. 
„Then will I /prinkle clean water upon you, and ye 
e ſhall be clean; alluding, no doubt, to ſome wa- 
« tery purification in the law of Moſes. But I have 
„ not been able to find any Expoſitor, who could 

% point out any ceremony of unmixed water, to 


« which this refers. The only probable aceount I 


can find is; it refers to the water of ſeparation, 
F - | 10 Numb. 
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„Numb. xix. called alſo, water, ſimply ; but whit 
« was really a compoſition of various ingredients, VIZ.» 
40 the aſhes of a burnt heifer, cedar wood, and hyſ- 
7 ſop, and ſcarlet, all mixed with the water. And in 
« this caſe the unclean perſon was not only to be 
64 foriniled with this mixture, two ſeveral days; but, 
« moreover, there was anotber quite diſtinct rite to 
& He: performed, even a baptiſm, verſe 19. And the 
« clean perſon ſhall fprinkld [the water of ſeparation] 
« upon the unclean, on the third day, and on the 
« ſeventh day. And on the ſeventh day he ſhall 
« purify himſelf, and waſh his clothes, and bathe 
« himſelf in water. Twice ſprinkled, —and. after that 
% once baptized. ae See a Courſe of Letters to 28 
Hoadley: PF. 3% 1 

If you are able to refute the remarks of this . 
ſible and diſpaſſionate Writer, ſo do. Till then, in- 
veſtigate, at your leiſure, the divers reaſons which 
made divers waſhings proper to the preceding œco- 
nomy, and permit us quietly to ſubmit. to that One 
baptiſm which Chriſt has commanded, and in which, 
he, himſelf, has given us alſo the light and influence | 
of his own example. 

ls any thing farther Ry than this,” hs 
mean to ſay in the New Teſtament) that water 
« ſhould be applied to the ſubje& i in ſome form or 


10 other?“ (P. 16.) Ves; and even Mr. Whitfield, 

whoſe ardour in the cauſe of Chriſt did not always 
permit him to be accurate, was of this opinion. In 
his ſermon on Rom. Vi. 3, 4. he ſays, « Tt is cer- 


Wars * 


40 tain, 


15 tain, that in the words of our text, there is an al- 


© luſion to the manner of baptiſm, which was by 5 


1 immer ſion, which our own church allows and in- 


Jin upon it, that children ſhould be immerfed in 
© water, unleſs thoſe that bring the children to be 


« baptized aſſure the miniſter that they cannot bear 
« the plunging.” See his Poſthumous Sermons, ta- 


ken verbatim in Short Hand, and faithfully tranſ- 


cribed, by Joſeph Gurney. P. 297, 298. 


If nothing farther be determined than you have” 


ſuppoſed, then, waſhing the feet, or elbow, or as the 


cuſtom i is ſaid to be in Switzerland, © to pour water 


on the back part of the head,” might be ſufficient, 


But would this give you ſatisfaction? If not any 
thing more be determined than you have ſuppoſed, 
why are believers ſaid to be © buried with Chriſt by 
« baptiſm ?” and why is it ſaid to be alike figure with 


the ark of Noah, wherein few, that is, eight ſouls, 


« were ſaved by water?” Care is taken, by Peter, 
to ſhow that the believer's ſafety i is by the reſurrec- 
tion of Jeſus Chriſt : but in what manner baptiſm 
_ ought to be adminiſtered, and to whom, are abund- 


antly evident to me, from this memorable paſſage. 


I Pet. iii. 20, 21, 22. May I not conclude, then, 
that a /i}tle more is determined in the New Teſta- 


ment concerning baptiſm than you are willing to ad- 
mit? Is it not at leaſt determined, that the proper 


ſubjects ſhall be applied to the water, and that wa- 


ter ſhall not be applied to ſuch ſubjefs ? Acts viii. 38. 
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| 5 | 
The mode of uſe appears to me, to be only 
the ceremonial part of a poſitive inſtitute.” (P. 16.) 
But, Sir, if there be any thing in your account of 
Infant baptiſm, which is not of a ceremonial com- 
plexion, I fear it will obtain, from ſome, a harſher | 
name. Yeu wiſh to countenance the preſent con- 
jecture from circumſtances attending the J. ord's Sup- 
per; ſuch as “ the time of the day, the number and 
« poſture of communicants, the quality and am: Y 
«tity of bread and wine.“ (P. 16. 
If theſe circumſtances had been ſettled by the f 
command of Jeſus Chriſt, as immerſion is, they 
would have been as binding on us as that. But if 
they are not thus ſettled, why are they produced as 
being of equal obligation ? It is evident, ſo much 
bread and wine mult be uſed at the Lord's Supper, 
that they who commemorate his death, in that ſa- 
cred appointment, may each of them not only taſte, 
but eat and drink with chriftian moderation. And 
it is equally evident to me, that when a believer is 
| | deſirous of being baptized, under a conviction that 
3 che Lord has made it his duty, ſo much water is eſ- 
= - :.x ſential to the due adminiſtration of that ordinance, 
[| ; ag. will ſuffice for the immerſion of him who means. 
| | | a to bow to the authority of his aſcended Saviour. But 
1.18 with ſome, on this buſineſs, there is a continued 
! Conflict between the force of cuſtom and the com- 
B mand of Chxiſt; and, I am ſorry to ſay, that the 
E: - : men is e triumphant. 
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* Yo obſerve, Sir, that in the inſtitution of the 


Lord's Supper, * the quality of the bread, wnlet- 


vened, and the unity of the loaf, one bread or 
loaf, are repreſented by the Apoſtle as ſignificant 
of ſomething moral in the receivers: viz. The 
ſincerity of the communicants, and the unity of 
the church.“ (p. 16.) To confirm theſe remarks, 


you refer us to 1 Cor. v. 8. and 1 Cor. x. 16, ry. 
Perhaps, Sir, theſe paſſages have been miſunder- 
ſtoed, and, conſequently, miſapplied. In the Ji ſt, 


it is ſaid, Therefore let us keep the feaſt, not with 


66 
1 


cc 


old leaven, neither with the leaven of malice and 
wickedneſs ; but with the unleavened drea of 


ſincerity and truth.“ 


As the paſſage is wholly figurative, ſtyles Chriſt 


our paſſover, makes mention of his being ſacri- 
fied for us, and exhorts us to keep the feaſt in 


a paticular manner; it may poſſibly, at firſt view, 


and while conſidered merely by itſelf, excite a 
confuſed ſuſpicion that it relates to the Lord's 
Supper; and that it is founded on ſomething in 
the nature of that rite, which we have not yet 
diſcovered. But if we conſider it, as it ſtands 
connected with what goes defore it, which is ab- 


ſolutely neceſſary to aſcertain its true meaning, 


we ſhall be ſatisfactorily convinced, that the Lord's 


Supper is not ſo much as alluded to in it; and 
that it is not even capable of n r to 


1 


that rite, 2 x | 
I 3 a 21.2408 11 


L 8 


lt is as if, the Apoſtle had ſaid, in direct, and 
« plain terms, That Chriſt, who, might very. aptly - 
: 1 « be ſtyled the paſſover of Chriſtians, had been 
ee ſlain for them ; and therefore, as the Jews, in 
1 celebrating their deliverance by the Paſchal Sup- 
( per, abſtained from all unleavened bread, in obe- 
* dience to the injunction of the law of Moſes; 
1 ſo they, who profeſſed themſelves Chriſtians, ſhould 
« as it were celebrate their- Redemption through 
« Chriſt, by abſtaining from all ſin and wicked- 
de neſs, and practiſing ſincere holineſs and. virtue, 
1 agreeably to the precepts of the law of Chriſt. 
This appears ſo manifeſtly the truth, and the 
* whole meaning of St Paul i in this paſſage, that we 
% may venture to affirm, in exhorting the Corin- 
* thians to heed the fealt 1 with the unlevened bread of | 
*« ſincerity and truth, it was their moral conduct in 
e their whole life and converſation, not their man- 
„ ner of celebrating the Lord's Supper, that he 
had his thoughts. upon; and conſequently, that 
% no intelligence concerning the nature and deſign 
, of the Lord's Su pper, can poſſibly be derived from 
e this paſſage; ſince in reality that rite is not even 
-« ſo much as alluded to in it.” Sec Dr Bell's at- 
tempt to aſcertain and illuſtrate the Authority, Na- 
ture and Deſign of the Lord's Supper, . Appendix 
Numb. Iv. P. 0, 102, 108, 109. 
1 | . The other paſſage to whe you. have referred us, 
i reads thus: * The cup of bleſſing which we bleſs, 
| is it not the communion of the blood of Chriſt ? 
| > 6h the 
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e the- bread which we break, is ĩt not the commu- 


* 


* nion of the body of Chriſt ?;- For we being ma- 


% ny are one bread, and one body” for we are"all 
. © partakers of that one bread.” i 1 474 
But let-it be obſerved; that the Apoſtle . ry 


„ly addreſſes himſelf in this Epiſtle, not only 10 toe 


Church of God which was at Cortuth,” but at the 


* ſame time to all that in every place called upen the 
Name of Jeſus Chriſti- 1 Cor i. 2. And he af- 


firms, that becauſe the bread ;partaken of by all 
„ univerſally is-4re, all are one body, ſince they all 
* partake of the one bread. But it is by no means 
e true, that the bread partaken of by all univerſally 5 
is one lo; ſince in different places it always is, 
and even in the ſame place ſometimes may be, 
„ taken from different loaves; and in different coun- 
tries the loaves may often conſiſt of very different 
« kinds of bread ; and yet the rite is properly cele- 


ing theſe differences.“ 
Kc. Notes on P. 74. P. 163. 


Vour inference from your own remarks on the 


Lord's Supper, ſeem to me incautious. 


"+, 4 


vx brated, and all Chriſtians become one body in the 
_« ſenſe of St. Paul, by cilebrating it, notwithſtand- 


See Dr. Dell's At, 


For' you 


fay, © Now, if we paid a ſtrict regard to a ſingle 
mode of applying water in baptiſm, while chrif- 
« tians are-univerſally inattentive to thofe circum- 


„ ſtances in the other poſitive rite, ſhould we not 


4. he manifeſtly inconſiſtent ?** (P. 16.) But, are 
chriſtians, or is the word of Chriſt, the rule of our 


14 
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eonduct in poſitive inſtitutions? Ought we to fol- 


low any man farther than he follows Chriſt? Ought 
vve even to follow @ multitude to do evil? If chriſ- 
tians were univerſally inattentive to any part of 
their duty in ene ordinance, muſt we, to be conſiſt- 


ent, be ſo in the other? Whither would this lead 
us? Whither, I am perſuaded, your piety would 
not permit you to follow. But have you not ſuf- 
ficient penetration to perceive, that while you plead 


for conſiſtency, you are inconſi tent? Should you ſay, 


In what? I anſwer, in ſuppoſing that thoſe cir- 


cumſtances which you mention in relation to the 


Lord's Supper, and the manner in which we are 


- commanded to be baptized, are of the ſame nature, 


But you aſk, « Yea, are there not poſitive rites, 
* practiſed by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, which chril- 


* tians, who differ upon this point, agree to alter, 


and even to rejeft ?—Witneſs, anointing the ſick 
„with oil, the holy kiſs, waſhing the feet, and the 


„Hike.“ (P. 16.) But why again, are things unlike 
each other, conſidered as ſimilar? You are much 
addicted to this miſtake. Could we well diſtinguiſh 
things that differ, and call every thing, which has 
more names than one, by that name which is moſt 


ſignificant and proper, how many diſputes would 

ſubſide! And others, which are not logomachial, 
would, by ſuch preciſion, be much abridged. 

You know, Sir, the holy kiſs' was a ſymbol of 

chriſtian ſriendſhip: ſo was waſhing the feet of the 

ints; therefore, thoſe acts, at any time, would 

| have 


a 
% 


| have been contemptible without a correſponding 
| temper. Where that temper mutually ſubſiſts, and 
where thoſe aQs, in any particular ſituation, would 
indicate, unequivocally, chriſtian friendſhip, and be 
ſo received, are they to this day forbidden? But 
where any act of this kind deviates from its rule; 
| where it is either miſunderſtood, or would prove 
injurious, would it be friendly to perform it? Even 


in poſitive inſtitutes, commanded alike, t all na- 


tions, and to continue to the end of the world, we 
cannot do any thing to another without his own con- 
fent. Is he baptized? It was at his own requeſt. 
| Is he received into a church of Chriſt? He ſought 
admiſſion. Has he a ſeat at the Lord's Table? It 
is in compliance with his own znclination. 

As to anointing the ſick with oil, this act ſeems 
to have been confined to the Elders of the Church. 
James v. 14, 15. and perhaps, it was ſtill more 
confined. For, as in thoſe days, ſome only had faith 
to be healed, Acts xiv. g. ſo others had faith to heal 
as a peculiar gift, 1 Cor. xii. 9. which was ſome- 
times done by anointing with oil. Mark vi. 13, 16, 


18. To anoint the ſick with oil, without faith to 


heal, was never the duty of any Elder. On the o- 
ther hand, if any Elder now has faith to believe that 
a divine bleſſing will attend that act, let him make 
the trial, and do it in the name of the Lord. 

It appears, however, from the text in James, that 
no common ſickneſs was intended: but that ſome 
diſorder was inflicted by the Lord as a chaſtiſement 
WL | for 
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for iniquity. Such ehaſtiſements were * by 
"Mol, Deut. Xxviii. I5—22. .. And'they are men- 
. tioned, as matters of fact, by. our Lord, John v. 14. 
and by St. Paul, 1 Cor. xi. 30. In the caſe men- 
_ tioned by James, the penitent was, to end for the 
. Elders of the Church, and was no doubt, as a peni- 
tent, to ſpeak before them that God. might be juſti- 
fied, and be cleared in his judgment; becauſe it is 
| aid, © And the; prayer of faith ſhall. ſave. the ſick, 
. and the Lord ſhall raiſe him up: and if he have 
5 a committed Vins, they ſhall, be forgiven eee 
But you ſay, Thus circumſtanced, then, I aſk 
upon what principles, common to the followers ” 
4 of Jeſus, could we juſlify a rigid attachment to 
” any fingle mode of baptizing? (P. 16,17.) I 
. fear, Sir, it will found ſevere, yet I think I am 
almoſt warranted to aſk, that if two and -/] make 
four, on what principles, which accard with com- 
mon ſenſe, could we juſtify this inference, that 
e and ane make four, or that ,two and t make 
five? ; | 
I beg leave to ak to do what Chriſt has — 
ed, and to imitate his example, theſe are princi- 
ples common to thoſe that follow him; nor can 
any circumſtance ſet them aſide. It is not for want 
of common principles, nor for want of faith in 
thoſe principles, in a general view, that we are 
divided in our practice in reſpect of baptiſm; but 
for want of a proper application of thoſe princi- 
ples, either by you, or me, to that ſubje&. which 
is 


123 


is now in debate. You believe, Sir, as well as I, 


that you ought inflexibly to regard the commands 


of our Lord. You alſo believe, as well as I, that 


you ought to pay a due attention to his example. 
Even your attempt to accommodate the language 
of your Lord's Commiſſion to Infant ſprinkling, 


and ſo to explain his example, that it might not ſeem 


, Amal ſatisfaction. 1 F am, 


— 


to ſtand in direct oppoſition to your own Prac- 
. tice. this, though all your efforts are but labor in 
. In vain, ſuppoſes your : admiſſion of the principles I 
have mentioned. Let them be fairly applied, and 


our contention, L believe, will ceaſe to our mu- 
Bir, whether our diſpute 


fo ends, or it does not, Your relpeckful 
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A 1 wiſh not merely to reply to your Defence 
of. Infant baptiſm, but to touch the core of 
this controverſy on each fide, I would obſerve, that 
your mgo7o» vide, or leading error, on what you call 


the mode of baptizing, ſeems to be this; A ſuppoſed 


diſcretionary power in the Adminiſtrators of that ordi- 
nance, to accommodate that af? as their prudence ſhall 
direct, and as circumſtances ſball make it expedient. 
Wherein this differs, in principle, from that claim 
which you and I do not admit. That THE 
* CHURCH hath power to decree rites and ceremonies, 
« and authority in matters of faith,” you will do 
well to consIDER. And how much your Diſcourſe, 
in any part of it, is calculated to give us“ A new 
« Edition of CHRISTIANITY, with correftions and 
amendments,” REFLECT. | 

The following queſtron 1 is very im Are not 

« ſprinkling, pouring, and plunging, PERFECTLY 
EQUIVALENT, EQUALLY VALID?” (P. 17.) I have, 
Sir, had frequent occaſion to remark, That as any 


perſon departs from the truth, or from a ſenſe of the 


importance of goſpel truth, what is now called ca- 
3 tholiciſm. 


L 125. ]- 
choliciſn,” is commonly increaſed : That is, he will 
allow others to be right, that he may receive, in re- 
turn for his civility, the ſame compliment. A man 
who writes againſt the Deity of the Son of God, will 
allow that we, who conſeſs it, are good chriſtians : 
and he who rejects the atonement of Chriſt, will 
allow, that we who joy in God through that atone- 
ment, are good chriſtians, But he expects, in re- 
turn for ſentiments ſo liberal, that we ſhould grant 
that he is not a bad one. The farther any man de- 
parts from thoſe truths which are peculiar to the 
goſpel, the more this kind of charity is extended. 
A Deiſt of the groſſeſt kind, to whom annihilation 
is ſalvation, is more liberal, if to think a like of all 
religious ſentiments be liberality, than, the greateſt 
latitudinarian under any profeſſion of revealed reli- 
gion. May you be guarded againſt the firſt ap- 
proaches of this growing evil! 
| Your charity, Sir, expands: in the REY quo- 
tation. But is it not in order to procure like charity 
from us? You admit, that plunging is perfect'ẽy equi- 
valent, and equally valid with ſprinkling and pouring: 
and can we be ſo uncharitable as not to admit, that 
pouring and ſprinkling are perfecily equivalent, and 
equally valid, with immerſion? I would, with all 
my heart, comply with your wiſh, if truth did not 
forbid it. But truth is unceremonious, and knows 
not how to yield. Stubborn as Mordecai: inflexible 
as adamant. We may bow to it: it will not bow to 
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We may ſpeak it in love; but love without | 
5 truth, neither tends to purity nor peace. 
If, Sir, you really think ſprinkling, pouring and 
plunging PERFECTLY EQUIVALENT, EQUALLY 
VALID, how is it you ſhould think, “ that with 
« regard to the mode of adminiſtering baptiſm by 
© John, and Jeſus Chriſt, the probability ſeems 
« jin favor of SPEINKLING and POURING, not” 
« plunging under water? 7” 17.) How came you 
to fay, that “ we never read of one perſon's dip- 
« ping another under the water? (P. 17.) How 
is it that you preſume John did not baptize by 
immerſion at all? (P. 20.) and that you have 
repreſented immerſion to be either dangerous 
or indelicate; to be harſh or terrifying ? (P. 20.) · 
while on the Contrary, you have 1 us that Infant 
ſprinkling is “ eaſy and familiar ;” (P. 12.) and, 
« a mode which beſt agrees with the form in which 
« the CHIEF BLESSING ſignified by baptiſm is pro- 
« miſed?” (P. 20.) After ſaying all this, can you 
really believe that ſprinkling, pouring and plunging, 
are PERFECTLY EQUIVALENT, EQUALLY VALID? 
If you expect to be believed you muſt be more 
conſiſtent: for as we never believe any propoſition 
which ſeems to us abſurd, it ſhould be remembered, 
that what we imagine to be inconſiſtent, we are diſ- 
poſed to reject: and whatſocver we refeR; as not 
being true, 1s unpleaſing ; : becauſe, to diſbelieve any 
perſon, i is either to impute folly to him whom we 
cannot credit, or to ourſelves for diſbelief of that 
which was ſo ſtated as to demand our aſſent. 
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I uam forry to dwell on a remark fo unacceptable ; 
to you. But if you do not correct thoſe contradic- 
tions which I have now noticed, either your integrity 
or intelligence, or at leaſt your memory, will be ſaſ- 
peQed. Peradventure it was an overſight which 
ted you into this error. And as I do not mean to 
charge you with duplicity, you will receive my ani- 
madverſion, founded as it is, without offence: and 
I do not doubt but you will prevent, in future, the - 
appearance of ſuch incongruity. 
In reſpect of immerſion, Sir, © it falls out very 
« remarkably, that the only two words which the 
« Greek of the Old Teſtament makes uſe of to ex- 
« preſs the rite of waſhing the whole body, as diſtinct 
1 from all other rites of ſprinkling, pouring, waſhing 
the hands and feet; both theſe words, and only 
« theſe, are made uſe of in the Greek of the New 
« Teſtament, to ſpecify and determine, with preciſi- 
« on, the action of baptizing. So that if the Evan- 
„ geliſts and Apoſtles had, on purpoſe, ſought words 
« which ſhould pretiſely expreſs a bathing the whole 
« body, and prevent all enquiry whether they meant 
nothing ſhort of it; they could not poſſebly have 
«. met with two fitter words than azw and * garrigo. 
Barre would hardly have done ſo well, becauſe, 
> borrowing their Gree# from the Old Teſtament, 
this laſt word is never uſed there to expreſs the 
F TH " rife 


# The New Teftament has alſo its compound. amen 
Acts xxii. 16. 1 Cor. vi. 11. 
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FE 
« rite of waſhing or dipping a perſon's whole body. 
« Let any learned perſon try to find out two better 
« words, if he has a mind to expreſs a waſhing of 
« the whole Body. See a Courſe of Letters to * 
« Hoadly. (P. 23, 24. 

It appears, Sir, that you are willing to Fr this 
attempt. You fay, If our Lord had deſigned to 
« confine his followers to a particular mode, exclu- 
« five of all others, why' did he uſe an open gene- 
« ral term [Bamrigo] and not a word decided and 
« limitted in its import? — The Greek language, 
« would have furniſhed him with terms indiſputably 
« preciſe and exact (P. 17.) The Greek lan- 
guage, by competent judges, | is ſaid to be uncom- 
monly copious. I am not able to form, with pre- 
ciſion, a compariſon betwixt it and our own. But, 
as far as I can judge, our language, at preſent, 1s 
nearly, if not altogether, as copious as the Greek: 
And I could quote reſpeRable authorities in, favor 
of this opinion. . Yet, copious: as our language is, 
and zealous as we baptiſts are ſuppoſed to be in, 
defence of believer's baptiſm, we always confine 
ourſelves in adminiſtering that ordinance to the terms 
of our own tranſlation. We never fay, {waph, 1 
immerſe, I dip, I plunge, I overwhelm thee, and ſo 
on: but, I baptize. Yet we are not under any ap- 
prehenſion, fo long as the ſpectators have eyes and 
ears, with common underſtanding, that they will miſ- 
apprehend our meaning, or form a falſe conception 


what meaning we always intend to convey by the 


term 


term bap tize. If ever they find it difficult to deter- 


mine a e is the ſenſe of this word, it muſt be when 


they hear what you preach, or ſee what you do, or 


read what you have written: or when they are thus 


attentive to the labours of ſome other pædobaptiſt. By 
ſuch tuition, ſome may be ſo enamoured with that - 


cuſtom which is found convenient, as to imagine, that 


to ſprinile 1s to baptize. But was any man who never 
heard of this controverſy at all, to read with reverence 


the New-Teſtament, without any wiſh but this, that 
he might find the truth and follow it, I have not any 


doubt but to that man every other book on this ſub- 
ject would be needleſs : he would need no expoſition 


to inform him, that they who are taught, ſo taught 
as to believe in Chriſt, are to be baptized, that is, 
immerſed, in water; as the primitive believers were; 


and that, it is the will of Jeſus Chriſt, that this or- 


dinance ſhould be thus RN in all nations, to the 
end of the world 

Further; however copious the Greek eggs 
was when our Lord appeared as a teacher, meek and 
lowly in heart, was he, without juſt occaſion, to 


depart from the terms and ſtyle of the Septuagint to 


inſtru mankind? Had he given us the ſenſe of that 
ancient verſion of the Hebrew bible, in the unanimat- 
ed didactic diction of Ariſtotle, or in the poliſhed 
periods of Plato and Xenophon, would that have 
been more ſuited to his wiſdom, or to our weakneſs ? 


Mr. Parkhurſt has made ſome remarks on the ſtyle of 


the New-Teſtament worthy, ia my opinion, of your 
Notice. 
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notice. He obſerves, That in the Apoſtolic ages. 


Greek was the moſt univerſally ſpoken and un-. 
derſtood of any language upon earth: But that 
in all the Eaſtern parts of the world it had un- 
doubtedly received a ſtrong tincture from the He- 


* brew and Oriental tongues: and that the books of 


the New-Teſtament were written not only for. 


the benefit of this, or that particular Church, or 


people, but of the whole world, both Fews and 
Gentiles. Such being, in the time of the Apoſtles 


the real ſtate of the Greet language, and of man- 


kind in reſpect to it, and to the Evangelical writ- 
ings, we may defy the utmoſt wit and malice of 
the enemies of God's Revelation to point out a 
wiſer method of communicating the ſcriptures: of 


the New-Teſtament to the World, than that which 
the Holy Spirit has actually employed, namely, by 
cauſing thoſe divine Oracles to be penned in ſuch a 


Greek ſtyle, which, at the ſame time, that it might, 
in general be underſtood by every man who was ac- 
quainted with the Greet language, was peculiarly- 
conformable to the idiom of the Jews, and of the 

Eaſtern nations: and the adorable propriety of this 
latter circumſtance will appear ſtill more evident, if 


we reflect that in the Apoſtles days the World, both. 


Fewiſh and Heathen, had been for about 300 years 
in poſſeſſion of the Septuagint Verſion of the Old 


© Teſtament; the Gree of which Tranſlation did like- 


wiſe greatly abound in Hebrew and Oriental forms 


1 137 * 
© of expreſſion, many of which are adopted by the 


« Evangelical Writers.“ 
*The Writers, therefore, of the New-Teſta- 


ment, or rather, (with reverence be it ſpoken) 


« the Holy-Spirit, whoſe Pen-men they were, wiſe- | 


ly choſe, in expreſſing Evangelical notions, to 


« employ ſuch Greek terms as had been long before 
cc uſed for the ſame purpoſes by the Greek Tranſla- 


« tors of the Old Teſtament : And thus the Sep- 
« tuagint Verſion, however imperfect and faulty in 
« many particulars, became, in this reſpect, not to 


« the firſt age of the church only, but alſo to all 


* ſucceeding generations, the connecting link be- 
« tween the language of the Old and of the New- 
& Feſtament, and will be regarded in this view as 
8 long as ſound e and real learning ſhall 
* continue among men.” See the Preface to Mr, 
Parkhurſt's Greek and Engliſh Lexicon. P. 6,7. 


Perhaps, "Sik theſe laboured and- judicious re- 


marks of Mr. Parkhurſt, may guard you in future, 
againſt a haſty and immature opinion of our Lord's 
uſe of any Greet word, which you imagine might 
have been changed with advantage. 


But what are the Greet words which you would | 


ſubſtitute for Barrig f With reliance on the learned 
for ſuch a change, you ſay, Of this kind have 
been reckoned, and I think properly, are obig, 


10 ua rage, ra ra Foro or zara vw, not to ſay dvrro 5 


« and gb. (P, 17.) which of theſe terms you 
would prefer we can n pnly gueſs. But this is not 
"8:2 -  -  an_ 
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material: for where meaning made vi/ible by practice. 
does not convey ſufficient inſtruction, I am afraid 
the uſe of any term would be found ineffeQual. 
The ſubje& before us is of a practical nature. And 
it ought to be recollected, that men have eyes, and 
will. not be perſuaded they are uſeleſs. When our 
Lord fat down with the twelve, and ſaid, © This 
« do in remembrance of me,“ his Example was a 
Comment on the meaning of thoſe words, and ſettled, 
with the impartial, the ſenſe of that command. So they 
who ſaw John baptize, and they who read without 
prejudice, the narrative of Matthew on that ſubject, 
muſt know in what manner John performed that 
duty. The many Conceſſions which have been 
made by them who never followed his Example, 
warrant this aſſertion: And I have converſed with 
1 ſome Deiſts who treat the whole account as unwor- 
il thy of a wiſe man's notice, who nevertheleſs, con- 
fider it is obvious, that John baptized by immer fi on. 
| Had I een you officiate at Mr Bennet's meeting, you 
[ Might have called your ſprinkling of his child by any 
| | name you choſe; I ſhould have returned with a 


clear idea of your action, and ſhould have ſaid, you 
did not baptize his ſon. But were you to be pre- 
' | ſent, when I ſay to a believer, ©« 1 baptize thee, in 75 
1 „ the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of 
we | || « the Holy-Ghoſt ;** you would not heſitate to ſay, 
on | |; | that I did not ſprintle, or pour water upon him. Now, 
63 \_ as they who ſaw John, or Paul, or Philip, or any 
1 other Apoſtle, or baptize, could have no 
2:8 | | doubt 


$39 2 
doubt of the meaning of the word which they 
uſed, becauſe the act which immediately followed, 
was the cleareſt comment on their ſenſe of that 
term; and as their practice was open, continued, and 
always the ſame, there could be neither confuſion 
nor obſcurity, till after their deceaſe, ſome ingeni- 
ous Innovator wiſhed to introduce, (for reaſons beſt 
known to himſelf,) a practice more pleaſing to fleſh 
and blood. But here lay the difficulty: this was to 
be done under the ſanction of the original term. For 
many are more tenacious of Names than Things. 
To effect the wiſhed for change, what parts, what 


labour, what plauſible, nay what pious pretences, 
have been employed! Yet after all, what Conceſſions 


have been made, and what contradictions ove ap- 
peared! . | 

Say, Sir, how is it, that we are exempted from 
ſuch toil, and preſerved, in treating on this ſubje&, 
from thoſe circuitous labyrinths which you are com- 
pelled to purſue ? Adhering to the precepts and 
practice ſet before us in the New Teſtament, our 
account is ſhort, and ſteadfaſt, and conſiſtent : ex- 
cept, indeed, when you involve us in the briars and 
thorns of controverſy. If ſo circumſtanced, we are 
tedious, it is becauſe we are conſtrained to follow 
the ingenious from conjecture to conjecture, from 
one cuſtom to another cuſtom, and through a long 
length of analogical reaſoning that may well weary 
the patience of any common reader. If in theſe 
K 3 Letters 
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Letters I exemplify the preſent aſſertion, your in- 
genuity muſt be my apology. | 
To the prepoſition xara, the leadiie ſonſs of 
which 1s, to deſcend 'or come down, you have an- 
nexed, in your two firſt words, the Deep and the 
Sea. And are theſe terms to be the ſubſtitute for 
Paxritu? You remind me of the words of Moſes, 
which we have thus tranſlated : “ Pharaoh's cha- 
* riots and his hoſt hath he ca into the ſea e his 
„ choſen captains alſo are drowned in the Red Sea. 
The depths have covered them: they Har into 
« the bottom as a ſtone. Exod. xv. 4, 5. Fright- 
ful ideas! Will not any thing ſofter give _ ſatis- 
faction? IN 
Kara q and is produce the ſame ien 25 
Thanks be to God, our ſins, all our ſins, are caſt bo 

into the depths of a different ſea / Micah vii. 19. 
And muſt they who obtain mercy. be baptized with 
vengeance ?—As you mention Wr7w and gobige with 
a leſs degree of confidence, I ſhould hope, on due 
reflection, you may be of opinion, that the word 
garrigo, connected as you figd it in the New Teſ- 
teſtament, is uſed with mor propriety on this ſub- 
ject than you have hitherto imagined. If, how- 
ever, your diſſatisfaction ſhould continue, and you 
ſhould think proper to reply to theſe remarks, I in- 
treat, that ſome text may be quoted, in which any 
word that you would adopt occurs. Moſes and the 
Prophets, the Evangeliſts and Apoſtles, we know; 
| Es | = out - 
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but your appeal to the Greek language ĩs vague, nor 


in the leaſt likely to ſettle this diſpute ? 


« We never read of one perſon's dipping ano- 


« ther under the water. (P. 17.) If you confine 
this aſſertion, as it ſhould ſeem you do, to the Jew- 
iſn church, what is that to us, whether it be true 
or not? And, on your own principle, what is it 
to you? For if the chriſtian religion be as new 
as you would repreſent it, it ſeems natural to ſup- 
poſe, that the poſitive inſtitutions of that diſpenſation, 
if any be admitted, ſhould be as new--as the reſt; 
If you extend your aſſertion beyond the limits 1 
have mentioned, all I ſhall ſay in anſwer is, fond 
as I am of reading, I will never read any more, if 
you can prove that I have never read of one. per- 
ſon's baptizing, or immerſing another! in wajers in 
the New Teſtament. | | 

„ Sprinkling and pouring water, was a ceremony 
* in DAILY USE, and of DIVIN E APPOINTMENT.““ 
(P. 18.) When? By whom? To what end ? 
Let me alſo aſk, Was thę water mixed or unmixed? 
and what has all thigh do with the matter in de- 
bate? Much of:yourgaſoning ſeems to me as in- 


concluſive as if you were pleaſed to ſay, whateven 


may be aſſerted of a triangle, 1 alſo be ne 
of a ſquare. 
« *T1s true, indeed, that Job W che 


„ multitude in a place where there were many wa- 


ters * ( woe.) But, might not this be from 
75 conſiderations totally diſtinct from the mode of 
K 4 8 40 bap- 
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* baptizing? (P. 18.) It is not faid, Sir, That 
J ohn alſo was feaſting, or that John alſo was preach- 
ing, but that John alſo was baptizing in Enon, 
near to Salim ; becauſe there was much water there : 
and it is arp added, and they came, and were 
baptized. John iii. 23. Of theſe words, they come, 
you make a multitude. By what authority? I 
ſeems more probable that John's popularity began 
to decreaſe. For his difciples came to him and ſaid, 
% Rabbi, he that was with thee beyond Jordan, to 
whom thou bareſt witneſs, behold, the ſame bap- 
« tizeth, and all men come to him.” John iii. 26. 

The note of Dr Whitby on John iii. 23. is, for 
a \ Pedobaptiſ very remarkable. He ſays, Orr viara 
w w inw, ©* Becauſe there was much water 
* there In which their whole bodies might be 
« dipped; for in this manner only was the Jewiſh 
e baptiſm performed, by a Deſcent into the water, 
% Acts viii. 38. and an Aſcent out of it, ver. 39. 
*« and a Burial in it, Rom. vi. 3, 4. Col. ii. 12.” 

I ſhould imagine, Sir, you did not recolle& this 
conceſſion, and the ground on which it ſtands, when 
you gave way to the following trifling turn of mind. 
& But, is it not expreſſy aſſerted, that many, at 
te the time of baptizing, went into, and came up 
« out of the water?” To this queſtion, having, I 
preſume, no better, you return this anſwer. ©« True: 
* but a ſchool-boy knows, that the Greek parti- 
cles ſo rendered, are very frequently tranſlated 


fc only toand from; and, if ſo rendered in the places 
* Teter- 


n 


En 
« referred to, the argument for immerſion is pro- 


« portionably weakened.” P. 18.) To weaken the 


argument for immerſion, would be a frong tempta- 
tion to ſome /+ to render the Greek particles where 
the word baptiſt occurs. But did our Tranſlators, 


tho' Pædobaptiſts, give way to that temptation ? Or, 


did not they, nor Dr Whitby, poſſeſs a ſchool boy's 
knowledge on this ſubjet? Subſtitute your change 
of particles, publiſh your /iberal tranſlation, and ſee 


if it will not be as unnoticed as others that have 


been ſo called. But you have no objection to our 


tranſlation here. (P. 18) Then you might have 


omitted the preceding remark, and ſaved us who 

differ from you, the trouble of making a reply. 
A young Lady who attended your Courſe of Lec- 

tures on Infant Baptiſm, at Northampton, wrote on 


that occaſion, an ingenious Dialogue between a maſ- 


ter and his ſervant. The ſervant had been per- 
plexed by your learned labour, and ſought relief 
from the aſſiſtance of his maſter. On the uſe of 
Greek prepoſitions, the maſter attempts to relieve 
his unlettered ſervant thus: They who eſteem 
« ſprinkling a baptiſm, ſay, that the prepoſitions 
« znto and out of, might have been'tranſlated fe and 


« fram. But I would aſk ſuch perſons, ſuppoſing 


« the writers of the New Teſtament, intended by 
% baptizing, immerſion, could they have made uſe 
* of words more proper to expreſs their meaning ? 


* but if they had intended ſprinkling, could they 


* not have found other and better words? But, 


0 ſuppoſe 


—— — U— 
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15 Kovole the prepoſitions were tranſlated to and 
« from, that would not abſolutely determine that 
they did not go into the water: for we may ſay, 
« with propriety, We went to ſuch a place, if we 

went into it. If 1 ſay, Laſt year, I went to 

London: it is meant and underſtood, that I went 
into London. If I bid you go to ſuch a garden, 
« you underſtand that 1 mean you ſhould go into 
* jt; and if you tell me you have been 79 the gar- 
« den, I underſtand you have been into it: the 
« ſame may be ſaid of the other prepoſition. But, 
« on the other hand, ſuppoſing. the words are 
more properly tranſlated into and out of, they 
„ will, by no means, convey the idea of nere ſprink- 

9 * ling. For though I may properly ſay, I went 

T's 10 London, if I went into it; yet it would be 

1 « falſe were I to ſay, I went into London, ſuppoſ- 

j « ing I, who live at Northampton, went no fur- 

18 | « ther than Iſlington : or for you to tell me you 

= | | ent into the garden, if you only went up to FRE 

4 . garden gate. 

i | They poſſibly might go into the water, 00 

come up out of it; yet does this prove that the 

« ſubjects baptized were plunged all under water? 

« Is not that circumſtance perfectly diſtin, and 

« entirely undetermined ?” (P. 18.) What you 

here grant, and here infer, I have had occaſion to no- 

tice, and to ſmile at, in a preceding Letter. As if 
you felt the weakneſs of your own inference, you 


immediately aſk, © But then, why was a RIVER 
« made 
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« made ute urs ** Or was this queſtion aſked on- 
ly to introduce the ſtrange conjecture of an inge- 
nious Brother ? which is, that, a river was made 
uſe of for the fake of running water, © The ſig- 
« nificant reaſon, ſtated by the late Reverend Mf. 
« FLEMING, is to this effect — John was of the 
« order of the Prieſts; and begun his public mi- 
« niſtrations at thirty years of age, in conformity 
« to the laws of the Prieſts. Now, tis clear, that 
« the moſt important baptiſms, or religious applicati- 
« ons of water among the Jews, had been by SPRINK- 
«© LING or POURING : and, that, amongſt the formalities 


« attending the water of ſeparation in particular, the 


« Prieſt was obliged, by divine command, to regard 
this circumſtance, that it was running water. Now, 
« js it not ſuppoſable, that John, thus circumſtanced 
« in his intermediate diſpenſation, gradually declining 
« from the Jewiſh Syſtem, and imperfectly antici- 


„ pating the Chriſtian, might pay attention to this 


circumſtance in his manner of uſing baptiſmal 
« water? (P. 18, 19.) 

Now, is it not laughable, N Horſey, to ſee 
theſe quaint remarks dreſſed up by you, for the en- 


tertainment, I cannot ſay for the edification, of a nu- | 


merous and reſpectable congregation ? 

Let a Prieſt of the houſe of Aaron, when he is to 
cleanſe a leper, take two birds, and command one 
of them to be killed in an earthen veſſel, over run- 
ning water. As for the living bird, he ſhall take it, 
and the cedar wood, and the ſcarlet, and the hyſſop, 


and 
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and ſhall dip them and the living bird, in the Blood of 
the bird that was killed over the running water. And 
he ſhall ſprinkle upon him that is to be cleanſed 


ſeven times.—And he that is to be cleanſed ſhall 


waſh. his clothes, and ſhave off all his hair, and 10 a5 
himſelf in water, that he may be clean. Lev. xiv. 5 
—8. And now, if John the baptiſt, in his inter- 


mediate diſpenſation, does not ſee the propriety of 


going into Jordan to ſprinkle with running water, in 


the name of the Lord, let him not be accounted a 
prophet indeed, or be received as the voice of him 
that crieth in the Wilderneſs. 
I obſerve, Sir, you ſay, that the Prieft + was obliged 
to do what he did. Tf ſo, the divine command laid 


him under that obligation. And ſhould any thing 
which is not commanded, in a. poſitive inſtitution, 
oblige us to obey ? I would farther obſerve, that if, 


when the Jewiſh Syſtem gradually declined, and the 
Chriſtian Syſtem was imperfectly anticipated; if in 
ſuch a ſituation, John -7ght, and did pay attention 
to ingenious conjecture, and go into Jordan, not to 


immerſe, but for the ſake of running water, what a 


progreſs in the ſcience of conjecture, may we not 


expect when the chriſtian Syſtem is eſtabliſhed? Then, 


Sir, it ſeems there is no occaſion to go to a river for 


running water; it may be brought from a river run- 


ning through pipes; and ſtill to preſerve analogy, it 


may be taken up and poured into a baſon ; after- 
wards, the miniſter may dip his fingers, and ſprinkle 


the 


A 


A 
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the child with running water; I mean, with water 


that runs from his fingers on the infants face. 

What ſhall we ſay to this progreſſive improve- 
ment in the ſcience of conjecture? - But you will 
think that J am ludicrous. Do not however ſay 
that, becauſe, it is your own comment and practice 
that is here laughable, if any thing appear ſo in the 
concluſion of this Letter. The burleſque of Butler 
ſeldom wounds any who have not given too much 
occaſion for ſuch pointed cenſure. Let us do our- 
ſelves no harm, and, comparitively ſpeaking, others 
can do us but little hurt. In belief of this fact, I 
am, with due reſpeQ, 5 


your humble ſervant, 


April 27, 1786. : 
e Jonx MARTIN. 
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Rev. Sin- 
7 ITH what different perceptions and 1 .* 


ſame paragraph. For inſtance, ſpeaking of your 
ingenious friend, the! Rev. Mr. Fleming, or 
rather of his fanciful conſtruction of the conduct 
of John the baptiſt, you ſay, „* There appears 
« ſurely in this accqunt, to fay the leaſt of it, no- 
« thing forced or unnatural : and, whether the pro- 


1 bability be allowed greater or leſs, there is cer- 


« tainly no proof that John praQtiſed immerſion:“ 
(P. 19.) Your ſurely and certainly, are both of them 
by me, inadmiſſible : or in other words, without 
foundation. But in vindication of ſuch conjectures. 
who can tell a ſimple tale like you? 

The tale is ſimply this. He preached by a ri- 


« yer—to a multitude of hearers—in a hot climate 


« —drefſed anſwerably to it—with ſandals only on 
« their feet—and their baptiſm, when they went out 
% to hear him, an uncertainty.— As they hear, they 


« underſtand, and are baptized; how? in or at the 
« river Jordan: there is nothing deciſive as to the 
cc mode 


ſations do we read the fame page, or the 


Bo [ 143 J 
© mode. We muſt be determined in this by the 
« circumſtances of the.caſe.” (P. 19.) 
Is this, Sir, ſimplicity ? what then ſhall we call 
ſophiflery }: You remind me of Gay's 8 of cer- 
tain Lawyers, He ſays, | 


! 
| 


cc 5 $4, a will, was't ever known 
I” But you could make that will your qony 


Shall we thus treat the true Gmplicity of the S 
9 Vour motto is, Speaking the TRUTH in LOVE. 
Permit me to wiſh, you would love the truth and 
peace. Zech. viii. 19. | 

They who came to Jobs 1 heard, "fac and 
were baptized.” They did ſo. And when you 
baptize as he did, you will obſerve the ſame order. 
But where were they baptized ? In or at the river 
Jordan.“ What, cannot we yet tell whether they 
whom John baptized, did ſo much as go into Jordan? 
I thought, Sir, that had been admitted, when you 
ſaid, © They poſſibly might go into the water ;” but 
I did not recollect, that poſſibly migbt, implies they 
poſſibly might not. But, in this doubtful ſituation, 
in or at the river Jordan, what did John do when he 
baptized them? Alas ! © there is nothing deciſive as 
« to the mode. We muſt be determined by the 
« circumſtances of- the caſe.” I wiſh, Sir, this ſim- 
ple tale does not turn out a ſad ſtory. But let me, 
with all the patience I now poſſeſs, be attentive to 


thale circumſtances which you conſider as deciſive. 
Thus 


at 4 
5 1 . 7 

. 5 

xi 8 = a * 
1 : 8 0 
i "18; ö > 
1 . K 
1 . 


I iy Thus they are introduced : Obſerve then' —1 in. 
1 ; Go on, Sir, I am all attention. 
( 1 „ the one hand, the ceremony was perform 
1 « ed in connection with a river ; the particle mean- 
8 « ing ſometimes at, and ſometimes in. And what 
wi next? © On the other hand, the number baptized 
4 | appears to have been great; I do not wiſh to 
4 | diminiſh the number. Whether you have not a 
pl F poor motive in wiſhing to augment it, you know 
1 | beſt. Have you any information how often John 
Wl | baptized in Jordan? or, how many he baptized 
1 whenever he attended to that duty? Many of them 


F 
j : A at a conſiderable diſtance from home.“ Whence 
N did you obtain that knowledge? In how many places 


CO In SIE — 


1 In the river Jordan did John baptize? Survey a map 

| of Canaan, and obſerve the courſe of the Jordan 

ll | from the lake of Phiala to the Aſphaltite lake, yon 
US | will then perceive that the inhabitants of Jeruſalem | 

1 and Judea, and of the region round about Jordan, 
it; 4 had not ſo far to go as you ſeem to ſurmiſe. Jeſus 
1 went much farther than they. For he came from N 
. | LE: Galilee to Jordan unto John, to be baptized of him. 
1 Mat. iii. 13. © UnexpeRtedly awakened.” If ſo, 
1 3. does it follow, that they were unexpectedly baptized ? 
1 JA I have repeatedly gone out in the country, to bap- 
\ i * Ui tize, at a conſiderable diſtance from my dwelling. 
14 | 5 Others have done the ſame. But we never went 
Ma 0 2 out at an uncertainty. And why ſhould you imagine 
1 U | that John ever went out to baptize, not knowing 
1 5 whether any perſon was diſpoſed to ſubmit to that 
| j | \ordinance? 
1 

| 
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1 
ordinance:? When you undertook a journey of fixty-- 
ſo miles to ſprinkle an infant, I apprehend you had 
_ aſſurance before you ſet out, that if 'yow''cattie up 
from Northampton to Town, you ſhould” not be dif- 
appointed. Curioſity might bring many to ſee John 
baptize: and that none of the curious was unex- 
 peRtedly awakened in that ſituation, I will not "af 
firm. But be it ſo. It was either found proper, of 
improper, to baptize them. If proper, your objection 
is of no force. If ;mproper, can you prove that the 
baptiſm of ſuch was not poſtponed? It is thus we 
act in ſimilar circumſtances. And can we doubt 
whether John who, though he was in the wilderneſs, 
was a prophet, yea and more than a prophet, can 
we pretend to doubt, whether he had common'pru- 
dence to dire& him in the diſcharge of his duty pr 
But, there is no mention of any change of rai- 
ment; which muſt have taken place if immerſion 
Was the mode. P. 19, 20.) And can you irha- 
gine, there was the leaſt occaſion that we ſhould be 
informed of this circumſtance ? How muſt the New 
Teſtament have been ſwelled in ſize, if every thing of 
this nature had been inſerted? We read the change 
of raiment when Philip baptized the Eunuch : but 
when Luke informs us, © They went down beth into 
« the water, both Philip and the Eunuch, and he bap- 
1 ed him i we have no wiſh for farther n 
mation. £2. 
When Naim "y Sytlnni dipped hinoſelf deen 
en in Jordan, according to the dying of the man 
L of - 


U 46 J. 


of GA. ve do not tead: of any fange bf caiment 3) 
2 Kings, vb nor in various inſtances of legal pu- 
rificatiqn among the Jews, are we informed of that 
fact: I mean in fuch caſes; where immerſion was, 
beyond a doubt, a part of the ceremonial cleanſing. 
When I write to any perſon on this ſubject, I 
never make mention of any change of raiment. 
| Why. ſhould, J. trifle in ſuch, a narative? On whieh: 
« fide, then, lies the probability?“ You mean, Sir, 
which is. moſt prohable, that John baptiaed by 
immerſion, or by - ſprinkling.? You ſhall ſpeak Fut. 
I preſume, not by. immer/iowat all.” How then? 
Why, that the multitude ſtood in ranks at the 
7 « brink, or juſt within the. edge of the river, while 
« the, Adminiſtrator, SPRINK.LED/-or POUBED: the- 
« running water upon them? (P. 20.) 
And now, Sir, as it is my turn to ſpeak; 1 thall 
venture to remind you of What Mr. Booth has ſaid of 
a concluſion of Mr. Weſley's, {p like your own, 
that if he deſerved the following rebuke, you gan- 
not think yourſelf much injured in the preſent ap- 
plication. Mr. Weſley: has given us a; very fan- 
ciful and ludicrous repreſentation indeed, of the ad- 
«miniſtration of; baptiſm by the venerable John. 
« For, ſpeaking, of the multitudes who applied to 
him, he ſays. It ſeems, therefore, that they ſood 
ein ranls on the edge of the river, and that John 
« paſling along, before them, caſt water on their 
« . heads or or faces; by Which means he might bap- 
tige N thoulandsing day.. See Mr.'Weſley's 
L — Note, 


15 * 
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«© Note, on Matt. iii. 6. While I wonder at that 


« fertility of invention which appears in this Note 
« of the Annotator, I cannot but deteſt the puerile 


© and farcical turn, which he has given to the con- 


% duct of our Lord's harbinger, when adminiſter- 
« ing a ſolemn ordinance of holy worſhip. If the 
« credit of ſprinkling cannot be ſupported. without 
* burleſquing the ſacred hiſtory, and expoſing one 
of the moſt exalted human characters to the ri- 
« dicule of Infidels in this manner, it ought for ever 
« to ſink in oblivion. But. what will not the love 
„of hypotheſis do, when cheriſhed by ſuch an 
« expolitor!”” See Mr, Booth's Ee e Ex- 
— (P. 115.) 1 

Some of your deceiſive 3 yet remain to 
be noticed. When John preached. by a river, to 


« a multitude of hearers, it was in 4 het climate, and 


« they were dreſſed anſwerably to it, with ſandals 
« on their feet.“ (P. 19.) Was not Judea ſome- 
times wet and cold, as well as dry and hot? In other 
words, had they not winter as well as ſummer ? 
ſevere winters, as well as ſultry ſeaſons ? — They 
had. © As the ſummers of the holy land are per- 
1 fectly dry, its winters are wet.—And accordingly, 


4 the Hebrew word Choreph, which we tranſlate | 


« winter, ſeems rather preciſely to mean the wet 
«« ſeaſon. Their winters too are very cold and ſe- 
« vere; at leaſt in ſome years, and in ſome; places. 
« —He giveth his: ſnow like wool, he ſcattereth 


12 We Roar. froſt like aſhes, he caſteth forth his i ice 
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« like morſels: who can ſtand before his cold? Pſal. 

* cxlvii. 16, 17. King Jehoiakim 1 is deſcribed as 
4 ſitting in his winter pouſe, in the ninth month, 
* {which anſwers to the latter end of November 
and part of December, ) with a fire burning upon 
« the hearth before bim, Jer. xxxvi. 22.—In the 
night of the eighth of May, the Sheik of Sephoury 
« a place in Galilee] made them a fire [Bp. Po- 
& cocke and thoſe who were with him] in a ruined 
a little building, and ſent them boiled milk, eggs 
« and coffee: the fire therefore was not deſigned for 

the preparing their food, but for the warming 
„ them. No wonder then, that the people who 
« went to Gethſemane, to apprehend our Lord, 
« thought a fire of coals a conſiderable refreſhment. 
« at the time of the Paſſover, which muſt have been 
« earlier in the year than the 8th of May, though 
« it might be conſiderably later than the 17th of 
March. See Obſervations on divers Paſſages of 
Scripture, ' Vol. 1. P. 13. 14. 16, 17, 25, abs 
Edition the 2d. : 

When Chriſt preisted the deſtuction of Jerus £ 
ſalem, he ſaid, « Pray ye that your fight be not in 
the winter, Matt. xxiv. 20.” But did he ever 
ſay to his diſciples, Pray ye that ye may not be bap- 
tizedin winter? No, his commiſſion extends to all 
nations; there is neither period, nor place, nor ſea- 
{on of the year excepted. And, if Infants are im- 
merſed with ſafety in Ruſſia, can immerſion be very 
dangerous in this country? I hope, Sir, we ſhall 
N ns hear 


„ 

hear no more of a hot climate, of a dreſs anſwer- 
able to it, and ſandals only on their feet; unleſs 
you will inform us at what period, and in what par- 
ticular place, the weather was ſo hot, and the peo- 
ple were ſo wiſe. J hope, too, theſe ctreumſlances 
will never again be thrown into a //mple tale to leſſen 
our regard W an exact attention to the command of 
Chrift; unleſs you can prove that John never bap- 
tized in Judea ſo early in the year as the gth of 
May: But I believe the reverſe of this is fact, and 
admits of the cleareſt proof. | 
Your exact acquaintance with all theſe circum- 
ſtances, again reminds me of the ingenious Dia- 
Logue I have already mentioned; in which, the ſer- 
vant informs his maſter of your uncommon ſkill to 
difcover what was done at the brink of Jordan when 
John baptized.—* He made a deſcription of John's 
manner of baptizing, which would take up too 
« much of your time, Sir, to repeat. He told us 
60 every circumſtance, and how he managed, as 
clearly as if he had been there. I cannot think 
« where he got his intelligence. I am ſure, Sir, 
« if you had heard him, you would have fancied 
c you had ſtood on the brink of Jordan with John 
and all his diſciples.” — May this ſmart, yet not 
Jeyere rebuke, moderate your paſſion for conjecture; 

and warn you, when you preach, and when you pub- 
liſh, to diſtinguiſh between what may be ſurmiſed, 

* thoſe facts, which admit of proper proof. | 


L 3 | To 
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To be rich in fancy and poor in belief, at the ſame 
time, is no uncommon thing. You furniſh us with 
an inſtance. of the 'truth of this remark. . For, im- 
mediately after your fanciful account of John's bap- 
tizing, at the brink, or juſt within the edge of the 
river, by ſprinkling, or pouring running water up- 

on them who ſtood in ranks before him, you add, 
« When too I am informed, that THREE THOUSAND. 
« were by Peter's ſermon pricked to the [in their} 
heart, and added to the church, being baptized 
« on the ſame day; ſuch à croud of objections ſtart 
4 up to view, if I ſuppoſe them all plunged, as | 
« quite ſtaggers my belief, (P. 20.) Is it not as I 
have ſaid? Fancy riſing, and faith reeling at the 
ſame time? But when was you informed that theſe 
three thouſand were baptized on the ſame day? On 
the ſame day they were added to'the. church, but does 
it therefore fallow, they were, all of them, baptized 
in one day? Suppoſe this to be fact; yet how many 
were employed' in adminiſtering that ordinance ? 
Let this be ſettled as a remedy to relieve your weak 
belief. There were twelve Apoſtles, there were 
ſeventy Diſciples, who had an equal right to baptize. 
Let us hope, if this great number was baptized on 
the ſame day, that moſt of them were preſent to grant 
their aſſiſtance. When the firſt temple was dedi- 
cated, it is ſaid, © And Solomon offered a ſacrifice 
of peace. offerings, which he offered unto the 
« LoRD, two and twenty thouſand oxen, and a hun- 


5 fred and twenty thouſand ſheep.” 1 Kings viii. 63. 


p Now, 


IL e887 7] | 
Now, Sir, when ,y0u--zeat}. this;-actountys-dets a 


£rowd. of objections ſtart up, ſo as quite-to ſtagger 2 
(98 belief}. Not. ſo 57:15 Lou will deuhtleſirſay, 


« For, I conſider. that {many. were employed, and 


*;that all this was not, done in one dans Beb then 


as thoughtful in che 2 1 and r 
pot Aagger through anbelief. + d (% guy 
But, after all, by, ſtart. 42 obje dio mebjoky"if 
it has any force, militates as much againſt yourown 
Practice as ine. For, as but one perſon can be bap- 
ized at once; (L ſuppoſe you forgot this whem you 


placed the people in ranks before I ohn, ) and as the 


ame form of wards muſt be uſed to vai hes time 


aved, by changing, immerſſan for ſprintling. would _ 
be very. little, Were you to fee me baptize ia 


proper ſubject, I. think you would: beige tb 


confeſs, that I take up no mote. time in performing ü 


the, act of, immerſion. zan you didgin ſprinkling 
Maſter Bennet. Further g= do you; believe chat the 

three thouſand madeea perſonal! profeſſion of theit 
repentance and faith on the gms day Vet, 4s 
they had never received hriſtian baptiſm at all, 
you admit that this: was mecgſſar y. (P. G.) If then, 
their perſonal prafeſlion preceded the day of their bes 
ing baptized, and if it took up more days than ons, 


hy ſhould you fuppoſa, that enual prudehoe was hut 


manifeſted in : baptizing: theſe behevers AS MV xeceiv- 
12g their declarations 8 6 cel; 10] Sbraorbe off? 

* I our objectiong to immerſion; ( ough you admit 
it is 


ſprinkling and pouring, 2 17.) are thus 
4 60 8 


1 Y equivalent, and equally valid, with 
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with fleſh arid blood, — he became a diſciple of 
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te not the ſeverity of itmerfien under af chica. 
ſtancss, and in all Countries, inconſiſtent with the 
mild genius of the: chriſtian religion on P. 20.) 
Vnder all erramflantes : what would you have your 
Reader imagine by theſe words? That we baptize 
perſons i in put rid fuer, or hen Having. the mud- 
zles, or the ſmall-pox Wei kndw that God requires 
meicy and not ſacrifice. - But if any perſon, at any 
time; be ſo indiſpoſed that he cannot, with ſafety, be 
baptized as the Lord has commanded ; is it not bet- 
ter to pe, pon it till he can, or eveh for him to e 
unbaptined, than fi, to alter this inſtitutibn with- 
out any authority ; ſecondly, to call ſuch temeri ity 
prudence; and then, thirdly," to ſpeak difreſpeQ- 
fully of the original appointment? ? In all countries. 
E aſk; Is any country excepted in our Lord's pac 
* If any nation be; which 1 RP) 12093600. 
But you repreſent immerfion ag « meh 
i the mild genius of the chriſtian religion And yet, 
Sir, was ever any ſyſtem of religion ſo contrary to 
fleſh and blood, or to the corruption of the human 
heart? V hoſoever' does not dear his croſs, and 
# come nog mo, cannot wt my V diſciple.” Luke 
ie conferred not 


Jeſus Chriſt. Gal. i. 15, 16.— Fou ſpeak of im- 
merſion as © a form harſh and terrifying. But, do 
the advocates for pleaſure, or the VWabetüd bah, at 


the different watering places in Great Britain, give 


158 nauch en Are not take” and female, the 
„ tlelicate 
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| delicate, as well as the robuſt, repeatedly immerſed 
by choice? and even willing to pay for that plea- 
ſure, or for the advantage, which th ey expect? Nor 
is the feebleſt infant always ſpared, if the phyſician, 
the parent, the midwife or the nurſe, are pleaſed to 
tay, that cold bathing will do it good. 

But it „ tends to ſhock: our feelings.” (P. 20.) 
So did the divine order to circumciſe the fleſh of the 
foreſkin. Some have been juſtly cenſured, becauſe 
they contend, we ought not to credit any thing 
which even the Almighty afſerts, unleſs it be quite 
level with our underſtandings. 'This cenſure you 
would not, I am perſuaded, deſerve. However, 
do darken our faith by the indulgence of fancy; to 


damp it, by the chill of a momentary ſenſation in 


our animal frame : ; if this deſerves cenſure; how 
will you avoid it? So to act, ill becomes him, who 


ſhould endure hardneſs as a good ſoldier of Jeſus 


Chriſt. From this delicate diſ poſition, from this 
ſmooth, but barren path, may I ever turn without 
regret! He that purſues it, walks unenvied by me: 
though I muſt confeſs, his companions are more 
numerous, opulent and ſplendid, in this cont; 
than thoſe who walk with us. 

Still you object, „Is not ſprinkling or pouring 
u water on the ſubject, a mode which beſt agrees 
22 with the form in which the CHIEF BLESSING ſig- 
« nified by: baptiſm is promiſed, viz. The baptiſm 


« or effuſion of the ſpirit? (P. 20.) If Sir, no leſs 


| than ff ir Authors, all of them Pedobaptiſs, may 
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be heard on this queſtion, « they are almoſt unani- 


66 
6 
cc 
Ir 
46 


mous in conſidering baptiſm, as. principally. in- 


Lo © tended, by the great Legiſlator, to repreſent the 
death, burial and reſurrection of Chriſt, the Sponſor 


of his people; their communion with bim: in thoſe | 
momentous facts; ; and their intereſt in the bleſ- 
Jngs thence reſulting. To confirm and illuſtrate 
vhich, they agree in applying the, declarations of 
Paul, recorded in Rom. vi. 4. and Col. ii, 12. 
Now, if ſuch be the chief deſign of the ordinance; 
if theſe paſſages of holy writ, be pertinently ap- 
plied ; and if there be any correſpondency bes 
tween, the ſign and the things that are ſignified by 
799 immerſion muſt be the mode et. angry 
ſtration.“ 


Nay, ſuppoſing that our Sin bug Lon os. C 


the blood of Chriſt, were the firſt and principal 
thing, intended and ſuggeſted by baptiſm ; yet 


the ſame conſequence would naturally follow. 


For that purification muſt be either partial or 
complete. Not the former, our oppoſers them, 


ſelves being judges. It muſt, therefore, be the 
latter. Of perfect purification, then, baptiſm is 


either an expreſſive emblem, or it is not. If not, 


why, ſuch a ritual ſervice appointed, in prefer- 


ence to any other that might have been choſen, 
and would have exhibited the bleſſing, i in a far 
more ſtriking point of light? To this reaſoning 
an excellent Pædobaptiſt Author gives atteſtation, 


when be obſerves; —That between an arbitrary 


6 ſign 
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* ſign and the thing ſignified, there may be an 
„ agreement, or ſimilitude; which is the reaſon of 
« one ſign being choſen, rather than another. And 
„ by how much the more a ſign is fitted to excite 
certain thoughts, and to repreſent the thing g- 
"20M _— by ſo much the better, or more uſeful, it 
ce Whence it follows, that the illuſtration of 
« an Le thing, depends on the LIKENESS thera 
« is, between the SIGN and the SPIRITUAL OBJECT, 
« to be repreſented in the mind.” Stapferi Inſtitut. 
Theolog. Polem. Tom. 1 Cap. III. 5 1625.— If, 
« in baptiſm, there is an expreſſive emblem of per- 
« fe& purification from ſin, immerſion muſt be the 
« mode of adminiſtration ; becauſe nothing ſhort 
« of that repreſents a total waſhing. I may here 
% venture an appeal to the common ſenſe of man- 
« kind; whether pouring, or ſprinkling alittle water 
« on the face, or an immer ſion of the whole body, be 
„ better adapted to excite the idea of an intire 
« cleanſing.” See Mr. Booth's Pædobaptiſm Ex- 
amined.. P. 7I, 72. | „ 
Words themſelves, as well as 85s, are fins of 
things, both viſible and inviſible. As then they ex- 
Cite, or are the mean of exciting, in us, juſt ideas, 
and correſponding emotions, and of ſtimulating us 
to proper conduct, ſuch is their real value. Now, 
will the word ſprin#ling, of which you are ſo fond, 
apply it to what you pleaſe? will it excite the ſame. 
idea as the word immerſion ? And if thefe tus words 


be applied to the /ufferings of Chriſt, or to thoſe 
. ngs 
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eg, or to that duty, which are connected with 


the ſufferings of the Son of God, will they produce 
in us the ſame emotions? or the ſame behaviour? 1 


will venture then to ſay, though you have ſaid the 
contrary, that ſprinkling and immerſion, neither as 
words, nor acts, are perfectly equivalent. 

« John propheſted of Chriſt, he ſhall baptize 


* you with the Holy Ghoſt and with fire. Luke 


« ji. 16. But when, and how was this accom- 
« pliſhed? By the Holy Ghoſt's deſcending and 
* ſitting upon them in the form of cloven tongues 
„of fire. Acts it. 3. It is manifeſt, they were 
* not PLUNGED in it; but it was POURED DOWN 
upon their heads. Yet John, (was he right think 

1 ye?) calls this, being BAPTIZED therewith. (P.21.) 
In Luke iii. 15, 16. we read, © And as the peo- 

ple were in expectation, and all men muſed in 
« their hearts of John, whether he were the Chriſt 


or not: John anſwered, ſaying to them all, I 


indeed baptize you with water: but one mightier 
« than I cometh, the latchet of whoſe ſhoes I am 
« not worthy to unlooſe: he ſhall baptize you 
„ with the Holy Ghoſt and with fire.” Now, it 
is obvious, that in theſe words, © I indeed baptize 
« you with (or in) water: John ſpeaks of baptiſm 
literally, as it was adminiſtered by him: but in theſe 
words, He ſhall baptize you with (or in) the 


« Holy Ghoſt, and with (or in) fire ;** he ſpeaks of 


baptiſm figuratively, or alluſrvely. This figurative 
baptiſm was either a judgment or a mercy. If 4 
| Judg- 
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judgment, or rather that judgment which was com- 
ing upon Fudea, was that a ſprinting of God's in- 
dignation ? Or, were not the Jews immerſed in the 
deepeft calamities? If a mercy, or that mercy to 
which you refer, are you right, think you, to give 
us ſo partial an account of that bleſſing ? I read, Sir, 
« And when the day of Pentecoſt was fully come, 
« they were all with one accord, in one place. And 
« ſuddenly, there came a ſound from heaven, at of 
« a ruſhing mighty wind, and it filled all the bouſe 
« where they were fitting. And there appeared unto 
them cloven tongues, lite as of fire, and it ſat 
« upon each of them. And they were all filled with 
« the Holy Ghoſt, and began to ſpeak with other 
I tongues, as the Spirit gave them utterance. 
AQs ii, 14. 

Obſerve, Sir, we read of ſound and mint as s well | 
as of flame © equally emblematical of the giſts and 
eperations of the Holy Ghoſt. Further obſerve, they 
were in ane place; and that place was filled with 
what is compared to a ruſhing mighty wind. Were 
they not, therefore, of neceſſity, as it were, zmmerſed ? 
Whether then, I attend to the whole of theſe ex- 
ternal ſigns, or to the interual favor, (for they who 
were indulged with theſe ſigns, were alſo filled with 
the Holy Gbeſt,) I own, I ſhould never have thought 
of ſprinkling from this narrative, had not ſome in- 
genious Commentator ſuggeſted the idea, But 
what cannot human ſagacity, when urged; by the 
love of ak find out and infer ? ? For, paying 


foun 


* 
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found out an analogy between © cloven tongues, like 
« as of fire,” and drops of water, you infer, becauſe 
thoſe cloven tongues fat upon each of the Apoſiles, 
you may ſprinkle running water on the faces of cer- 
tain Infants: and by ſo doing, you ſeem, in one place, 
to give Mr. Bennet ſome hope of ſpiritual bleſſings 
for his © dear Immortal: (P. 25.) and yet, you give 
that very child no ſuch expectation; teaching him 
to ſay, that this rite by no means aſcertains to the 
« ſubject SPIRITUAL and SAVING bleſſings.“ (P 4.) 
So, when Peter, and the attending Jews, ſaw 
„ that the Holy Ghoſt, (i fell on (xa ti 
« en ra ibn) and was poured ont upon the Gentiles, 


| « then remembered I, (ſays he) the word of the 


« Lord, how that he ſaid, John indeed baptized 
« with water, but ye ſhall be baptized with the 
« Holy Ghoſt.” P. 21.) The extent, as well as 
the. utility of this bleſſing, ſeems to be compared to 


: copious and fruitful ſnowers. He ſhall come down 


« like ſhowers upon the mown graſs; as ſhowers 
« that water the earth. Pſal. Ixxii. 6.” So ſang 
thi Pſalmiſt of Jefus Chriſt. But this deſcenſion of 
the Son of God, was to be enjoyed after his aſcen- 


ſion up on high, far above all heavens, that he | 


might fill all things. Then he received gifts in 
men, and gave gifts to men, to the rebellious alſo, 
that the Lord God might dwell among them. Vid. 
Venema Comment. Pfal. Ixxii. 6, 7. 

But is it not improper, Sir, to appeal to expreſ- 


ſions merely allufiue ? and from a baptiſm confeſ- 


ſedly 


FL WI | 

ſedly figurative, to produce a ſtanding rule for the 
adminiſtration of a plain and poſitive inſtitution? 
The queſtion between us is this, What is the pri- 
mary, natural and obvious ſenſe of the word bap- 
tiſm?- If that be, not pouring, or ſprinkling, but 
 immerfion, it is to no pan appeal to the al- 
lufive uſe of that term; though, in any other reſ- 
pect, it ſeemed to countenance what you labour ſo 
much to recommend. Now, that the primary, na- 
tural and obvious ſenſe of the word baptiſm, is im- 
merſion, is not only our opinion, but the opinion 
of the moſt” learned and pious Pædobaptiſis that 
ever exiſted, or that now exiſt. Not of a few only, 
but of many; not their flecting, but fixed opinion; 
and publiſhed as ſuch; even though thoſe publi- 
cations ill agreed with their own practice. I know 
not, therefore, whether any term in Tlieology is 
better explained, or of which it may be ſaid, that 
its leading, genuine ſenſe is better ſettled. How 
then, ſince you are not a ſtranger to theſe things, 
how then, could you aſk this ſtrange queſtion? 
Does it not appear, that tlie analogy is entirely 
« Joſt by plunging, but 'compleatly preſerved by 
pouring water on the ſubje& ? (P. 22.) And, 
is it not ſtill more ſtrange, that this queſtion ſhould 
be aſked by a Gentleman who very ſeldom- Pure 
water on the ſubject, but who, in common, if not 
always, complies with 1 current ang + convenient 
— bs Og 75 4 eee 
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1 am now, Sir, in ſight of the concluſion! of | 
your Defence of Zfant baptiſm : and as it will w_ 
me almoſt to the cloſe of my intended Anſwer, I 
behold it with ſatisfaction. Otherwiſe, the man- 
ner in which you conclude. your Defence, is too 


much like the preceding pages to give me real 


* 


pleaſure, Your final deciſion is, ** On. theſe 
« and ſimilar accounts I conclude, that 1MMER- 
yd SION UNDER WATER, is ſo far from being ES 
66 SENTIAL to chriſtian baptiſm, that 8PRINKLING. 
« or POURING water is EQUALLY VALID, z-Yeas 
* MORE SIGNIFICANT 3 and thenefore-T0. BE PRE-- 
„ FERRED.” (p- 22.) 

If, Sir, the words, on theſe. 1 l ac- 
« counts,” ſhould be unnoticed, or not duly 
conſidered, your concluſion may paſs without. com» 
plaint. But, if the accounts, to which you have re» 
ferred us, be properly inve/igated, fo far as I can 
judge, your concluſion will then appear -ext#.ava+ 
gant : and the more ſo, when it is recolleRed, that 
though you ow ſay, That ſprinkling, or pouring 
water, is MORE SIGNIFICANT than immerſion; and 
therefore TO BE PREFERRED ; it is not Jong ſiner 
you were of a different opinion; aſſuring. us they 
were PERFECTLY EQUIVALENT, P. 17.) | 


_ «« Many other conſiderations might be benin 
« and: other paſſages of Scripture cited, farther to 
« jNuſtrate the ſubject, or confirm what has been 
« advanced; but I omit both, leſt I. ſhould. eel 


« paſs.on your time, and Ts your patience.” 
x 5 1 2&4 
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(P. 22.) This reſolution was wiſe and kind. That | 


you might have ſaid ſomething more, I am willing 


to admit; but, have I not juſt reaſon to conclude, _ 


you were conſcious you could ſay nothing better on 
this controverted ſubject? On ſuch an occaſion, and 
in ſuch a place, undoubtedly, you produced your 
bet. And, I take it for granted, that they who 
heard you Lecture at Northampton, will find your 
moſt plauſible conjectures, and your moſt peremp- 
tory concluſions, united in this Diſcourſe. Of what 
weight your arguments are in this controverſy, I 
have ventured to give you my opinion. It is not 
indeed, ſo flattering as the eulogiums of ſome of 
your friends ; but perhaps, Sir, it may prove as 


uſeful. Whatever be its ect, as I have written 


without unmanly fear, and without pretence of un- 
common candour, fo I have written with real regard 
to your chriſtian character: which I as truly revere, 
as I reject and cenſure thoſe errors which I have 
made it my buſineſs, in theſe Letters, to remark and 


refute. But notwithſtanding this, I meant to make 
rt manifeſt, and I hope, I have, that in the bonds 


of the goſpel, 1 am, wikh great 2 ncarity, you 's in 
our Lord, 


April 36, 1786. Fig De 
| Joux MarrTis. 
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LETTER: IX. 


Rev. Sri. 


TT is not impoſſible to connect devotion with diſ- 

putation. To build and to fight at the ſame 
time may be difficult : | yet this difficulty has been 
furmounted. Neh. 4. And we are told, that Paul 
preached the goſpel with much contention. 1 Theſſ. 


ii. 2. Your aim, therefore, to add devotion to argu- 


ment is laudable. But, fir, our devotion ever is, as 
the principles are on which it is built. In your 
Addreſs, your principles of devotion appear to me, to 
be mixed, and diſcordant. When truth animates 
your mind, and makes you glow with zeal, I read 
with ſatisfaction: and, I ſincerely wiſh, that every 
truth which you communicated to your friends in 
that Addreſs, may be followed with a great and laſt- 
ing bleſſing! But ſometimes you ſeem to trifle, and 
then I grow uneaſy. Sometimes, you attempt to 
argue without argument ; and your leading error 
leads you on to others, which tend, as I think, to 
disfigure the ſimplicity, and obſcure the eee 
of Goſpel worſhip. | 
In the Addreſs a text was not 3 To move 
rather than to inſtru, is commonly the deſign of 
the 


1633 
the ſpeaker on ſuch occaſions. Put a ſermon with 
out a text does not ſeem ſo eligible. I am told, 
however, it is like enough to become faſhionable. 
It may, for ought I know, be as much to edificati- 
on as a Lecture on the Pilgrim's Progreſs. But 1 
think a ſermon without a text, or upon any text 
which 1s not taken from the word of God, is an en- 
couragement of that levity, or unſteady temper, 
which we ſhould not indulge. Without a text we 
may propoſe and diſcuſs what propoſitions we pleaſe. 

t is true, we may do ſo if we take one: but with 
this difference ; propoſitions founded on any paſſage 
of ſcripture, if properly founded, are more forcible 
than any other : and if they are founded improperly, 
ſuch miſtakes are more likely to be deteQed, and 
when they are ſo, to be avoided. 7 
„ You anticipate, but with great uncertainty, its 
« future character and lot.” (P23). Thus you 
addreſſed your ** dear friend and Brother,” Mr. 
Bennet, and his aimable companion, in reſpect of 
their infant, then, baptized ; and while each of them 
was in preſence of a numerous congregation. s it 
an EMBRIO-ANGEL, or an EMBRIO-FIEND? (P.23.) 
Who could have thought, you would have wounded 
their ears by a queſtion ſo uſeleſs, and ſo extrava- 
gant? I ſuppoſe, ſome poetic fragment ſuddenly ſeiz- 
ed your warm imagination: and in your fervour 
you forgot, that piety and poetry are not always 
united. Or was, this poetic ſtart deſigned to make 
your? hearers feel that you had a deep ſenſe of the 

M23 propriety 
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ts andexcellenceof infant baptiſm, conſidered, 
(to uſe a favourite phraſe of your 's) as a formal rite ? 


Whatever was your deſign, you will at laſt be con- 
vinced, that may be tolerated as a ſudden emotion, 


which, when twice printed, is in danger of excit- 


ing diſguſt. 


: Suppoſe a legacy was left by will to certain lega- 
tees, who are mentioned with preciſion ; but, in 
a ſubſequent teſtament, they are not ſo much as 
named; would a claim founded on the firſt teſ- 
tament, either by quoting the words of that will, 
or by reaſoning from them by analogy, would ſuch 


a claim, either to property or privilege, be admitted ? 
In applying this remark to our debate, let it not be 


thought either hard or ſtrange, that there ſhould be 
a New Teſtament which does not take that notice 
of infants, in reſpect of external rites and privileges, 
which the former did. For the Prieſthood being 
« changed, there is made of neceſſity, a change alſo 
« of the Law. Heb. vii. 12.” Were the Levitical 
Prieſthood, and that which is after the order of 
Aﬀelchizedec, the fame, ſome of your arguments 
would be invincible : but they are not the ſame; they 
are widely different; a ſolution, therefore, of. ſuch 
arguments, 1s eaſy, and your inattention to this ob- 
vious fact, is much to be lamented: On any other ſub- 


ject you would not overlook it. But, © what ſaith the 
4 ſcripture? Caſt out the bond woman, and her 


ſon :” yet he was the ſon of Abraham. They are, 


however, t to be caſt out of the Church; which is no 
longer 


longer national; nor is there any regular admittance 
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into it by birth, or blood, or by the will of man: 
but only to them who are born of God: “ for the 


« ſon of the bond woman; not any of her ſons, 
4 ſhall not be heir with the ſon of the free woman.” 


So then, brethren, we” who believe in Jeſus Chriſt, 
« are not the children of the bond woman, but of 
“ the free. Gal. iv. 30, 31, Now we, brethren, 
« as Iſaac was, are children of the promiſe.” V. 28. 

„Being born again, not of corruptible ſeed, but of 
« incorruptible, by the word of God, which liveth 
« and abideth for ever. 1 Pet. i. 23.“— You will 


remember, Sir, that what I have adduced from 


Paul's Epiſtle to the Galatians, he calls *an Allegory,” 


and apphes it, himſelf, to the two Covenants. But, 


by the two covenants, I apprehend, two adminiſ- 


trations of one and the ſame covenant, which 


were to take place in the world ſucceſlively, are to 


7; be underſtood. 


« Ts it not decided, by the higheſt plies that 
« our Infants are included under the Meſſiah's ad- 
« miniſtration ?*” (P. 23.) Why do you indulge 
fuch ambiguous expreſſions ? What do you mean by 
the Hhigheſt authority? by our infants? and by their 
being included, while infants, under the Meſſiah's 


adminiſtration? 


« Suffer little children to come unto me.“ (P. 23.) 


But might not little children have been ſuffered to 


come to Jeſus Chriſt, without drawing from that 


ſufferance this inference, That the infants of certain 


M 3 parents 
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parents are therefore to be brought to the Servants of 
Chriſt to be baptized: 1. e. to be ſprinkled wth run- 
ning water? Had the Apoſtles, -Sir, known as well 
as you do, that the Governor of the Chriſtian 
Church had appointed infants to be baptized, by 


perpetuating a rite which had been in practice from 
time immemorial, and by determining its uſe in the 


evangelical diſpenſation, would they, with ſuch light, 


and with half your zeal for infant ſprinkling, have 
forbidden little children to come to Jeſus Chriſt ? 


Could you, on your own principles, have made the 


leaſt objection ? Had you been preſent, would not 
your expectation, on this occaſion, have been anxi- 
ous to have received a confirmation of the undoubted 
duty, and of the real importance of this formal rite ? 
If you reply, © No, it would not: for I do not 
* conſider this text as deciſive, or as containing a 


confirmation of my own practice.” Why then, 
is it thus produced ? and produced too, when you 


ſuggeſt that Infant ſprinkling is decided by the higheſt 


authority? . 


Every attempt to prove that Infants were baptized, 


either by Jeſus Chriſt, or by any of his Apoſtles, 
proves abortive. And yet, from the death of John 


the Baptiſt, to the death of John the Evangeliſt, 
almoſt a hundred years elapſed. In this period, 
many, very many, were undoubtedly born of believing 


parents. And, as no inftance can be produced that 


ſo much as ene infant, among the many, were baptized, 
we mult, we will ſay, that they who ſprinkle in- 
b ants, 
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fants, act not only without the higheft authority, 
but without either preſcription, or precedent, in that 
word which is the rule, the only rule, of religious 

duty. This ſilence, which you thought you could 
account for, (P. 5.) is to me, the more inexplica- 
ble, ſince, as we have obſerved, children, little chil- 
dren, are frequent] mentioned in the New Teſta- 
ment, when they are parties concerned in certain 
tranſactions; and once, even in reference to the 
aboliſbed rite of circumciſion ; for, we are told a report 
prevailed, that Paul wught the Jews to forſake 
| Moſes, ſaying, „that they ought not 10 circumciſe | 
« their children, neither to walk after the cuſtoms. EE 
See Acts xxi. 21. Is it poſſible to ſuppoſe, that 
children would have been expreſ5ly mentioned on 
theſe occaſions, and yet not at all mentioned in re- 
ference to their being baptized, if from the death of 
John the baptiſt, to the death of John the Evange- 
liſt, it had been uſual and common to baptize them? 
There are as many kinds of ſilence, as cauſes of it. 
It is not ſimply ſilence, but ſuch ſilence; ſilence ſo 
circumſtanced, n e to _— you on this 
ſubjet. 
„Did pious Mendes accept the 3 (you 
4 ſhould ſay, comply with an expreſs command) 
« under the former conſtitution of divine truth and 
4 mercy? Did the faithful of old uniformly ap- 
„ ply the token of it?” TI ſhould. ſay, Did they 
« do what God required at their hands?“ Let us 
40 tread 1 in their ſteps, and uſe the chriſtian circum- 
7 18 M 4 0 ciſion, 
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« ciſion, the baptiſmal water, the only initiatory 
«& rite to the kingdom of the Meffiab, acknowledg- 
« ing and accepting the divine condeſcenſion and 
« mercy.” P. 23.) Remember, Sir, the chriſtian 
circumciſion is made without hands. So, indeed, is 
« baptiſmal water; for, being unmixed water, 
Its the production and gift of Gop. But was 
baptiſmal water” ever before called non cir- 
cumciſion? 
Though we are willing to ed your invitation, 
to 4 the the faithful of old, yet as we attempt to 
tread in their ſteps, give us leave to judge what was 
_ peculiar to their diſpenſation, and what that is, which 
1s peculiar to our own. Without ſuch caution, 
we ſhould unavoidably miſapply general principles, 
which is a very common error; and inſtead of be- 
ing evangelixed, we ſhall Fudaize, or verge to { ome- 
ching which is anti-evangelical. =_ 
"Oo of the Jews, who believed, 1 were zealous 
4 of the law: and it was with difficulty that thoſe 
1 zealots could be perſuaded, that God would call 
| L the Gentiles; or could approve, when they were 
called, that they ſhould be conſidered no longer as 
ſtrangers and foreigners, but as fellow- citizens with 
the ſaints, and of the houſehold of God. For, thoſe 
zealots ſtill hoped to be diſtinguiſhed from all people, 
and to dwell alone, and not to be reckoned among 
the nations. And even when the middle wall of 
partition was irreparably thrown down, they, con- 


tinued-to diſcover an improper affection for their an- 
tient 
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tient ceremonies. By the ſpread of the goſpel; they 
fancied that the ceremonial law would be every where 
_ obſerved; as far at leaſt as it was then poſſible to 
regard the- legal inſtitutions. In this manner they 
manifeſjed a diſpoſition to make Jeſus Chriſt a ſer- 


. vant to Moſes, and how unwilling they were to con- 


- ſider Moſes as being nothing more than a ſervant of 
Jeſus Chriſt. What they did by deſign, others did 
contrary to their intention: and I believe, that what 


you have written, tends more to lead your readers 


back to Mount Sinai than you could wiſh it ſhould. 


« By baptiſm you ſurrender and dedicate your 


child to God. Ves. To the adorable IEHOVAEH, 
« Father, Son, and Spirit, I preſent, ſays each of 
« you, this dear immortal: offering up my moſt 


« affectionate wiſhes, and fervent prayers on its 
« behalf.” (P. 24.) We ſometimes ſay that to 
men, which we cannot ſay to God. When you 


| lead your friends to the duty of ſupplication, you 


do not ſuppoſe that either of them will ſay, © I pre- 


*«« ſent, O Lord, to Thee, this £MBR10-ANGEL, or 
this EMBRIO-FIEND!” Exclamation may in- 
clude, but ſupplicants will not ſuffer, ſuch wild ex- 
preſſions: I mean, when they have a proper ſenſe 
of the object of religious worſhip, and deſire to ob- 
tain grace to ſerve God with reverence and with 
godly-fear. | 

After attempting to touch their feelings, by lay- 


| ing before them affecting, but probable proſpects, 


reſpecting their child, you make Mr. Bennet fay, 
wc Se | « But 
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* But, furely, I may hope for his preſervation.” 


Why ſo? Becauſe he is ſprinkled? This ſenti- 


ment, ſtrange as it is, Mr. Bennet is made more 
fully to expreſs, by ſaying, —* 1 pray hope too; 
« ſince the baptiſmal water is an emblem of his 
« [the ſpirit's] purifying ſanctifying influences.” 
(P. 25.) That hope, Sir, which reſts on an em- 
Blem, is, to me, an ænigma I cannot ſolve. But, 
having aſſured us, that « This rite by no means 
« aſcertains to the ſubje& 8PIRITUAL and $AVING 
« bleſſings,” (P. 4.) how, on this ground, can 
you encourage your friend to expect thoſe bleſſings? 
The hope, then, which you are willing to connect with 
« baptiſmal water,” muſt, I imagine, have reſpect 
to temporal bleſſings: ſuch as exemption from ſe- 
vere affliction and death. (P. 24.) Surely, Mr Ben- 
net may hope his ſon will be preſerved from theſe 
evils at leaſt, now he is, in your way, baptized. 
But, ſurely, Brother Horſey, this is a very unguard- 
ed way of talking: nor am ] alone of this opinion. 

« Oh to have him baptized, not only with water 


», but the Holy Ghoſt!” (P. 25) This exclama- 


tion ſhould have been inverted. Oh to have him 
baptized, with the Holy Ghoſt ! and then, who could 
forbid water that he ſhould not bebaptized, as other 
believers have been, in the Name of the Lord ? 
In the following page, you have made ſome good 
remarks on parental duty ; which Mr. Bennet, and 


others, will recollect with ſatisfaction. And you 


did well, at the cloſe of theſe remarks, to remind 
| your 


Tal 


your friends of the propriety and importance. of 
prayer in their attempts to regard relative obligations. 


Your addreſs to the young people, for their in- 
ſtruction and improvement, was not throughout, I 
think, maturely conſidered. You adviſe them, ſe- 
riouſly to examine the grounds of this practice. (P. 
27.) Should they ſo do, and, being thus exhorted, 
— ſome of them may, you will, probably, re- 
pent you ever gave them this counſel. For, per- 
haps, if they ſeriouſly examine the New Teſta- 
ment, in order to find a ground for infant ſprink- 
ling, they will be greatly diſappointed : ſince they 


will not there be able to find any warrant for that 
ceremony ; but, will probably perceive, that you 


have been compelled to defend it, by what is called 


= analogy, and by multiplied conject ures. 


« Your baptiſm was the act of your parents.” 


(P. 28.) You ought, Sir, to know beſt ; becauſe, 


for my own part, I never ſaw an infant baptized 
{ſince I was a boy. But I ſhould have thought, that 
ſprinkling was no more the act of the parents than 
their own. My apprehenſions were, that the pa- 
rents requeſted a proper Adminiſtrator to perform 


the ceremony, and, that he ſprinkled the child 
Without their aſſiſtance. 


You inform the young people, 13 that, 
« To communicate at the Lord's table is their 
« own act.“ (P. 28.) Monſieur Le Clerc, I re- 
member, ſpeaks as if he thought it an infelicity 
that himſelf, and other Pædobaptiſts had no choice 

| in 
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in reference to their Bvaptiſm + which he wiſhes his 
brethren to recollect, and to make the beſt uſe of, 
when they come to the Lord's table. He ſays, 
Since Chriſt has appointed two ſigns or ſymbols 
“of Chriſtianity, Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper; 
0 it was not indeed in our power, to receive Bap- 
« tiſm where we judged the Chriſtian Religion to 
be moſt pure, becauſe we were baptized very young; 
« but fince we do not come to the other ſacrament 
« till we are of riper age, we may diſtinguiſb that 
« ſociety of Chriſtians, in which we are willing to 
« be partakers of it; which if we __ not already 
« done, we ought to do it 0.“ See Monſieur 
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| | Le Clerc's Diſſertation concerning the choice of our 
[ Opinion amongſt the different Sets of Chriſtians ; 
| | at the cloſe of Dr. Clarke's Edition of Grotius on 


the Truth of the Chriſtian Religion. P. 312. 
« To conclude, Let us all pray for the peace of 
« Jeruſalem, and for the propagation of religious. 
« truth.” (P. 28.) Amen! But let us alſo pray, 
E we may perpetually recolle&, that our preſent ſtate 
; | | is militant, within and without; and that peace, in 
| war, cannot be expected, unleſs we war a good war- 
5 fare. In the preſent ſtate of things there muſt be 
| oppoſitions and contentions, as well as hereſies, that 
= | they who are approved may be made manifeſt; and 
=  - that it may appear that ſuch people act on 3 
| 
ö 
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ple and on ſound conviction. 
Truth and peace, Sir, are, at preſent, ſo much 
oppoſed, ſo . and ſometimes, ſo artfully, 


that 


173 ] 


that eyery man ho wiſhes to promote peace by 


the propagation of truth, has continual need of faith 
and patience; of fortitude towards men, and of 
fervent prayer towards Gop. Thus ſupported, he 


may obtain a better proof of his ſincerity and zeal, 
than if he walked on without attack from any, 
and lived and died without temptation, or ever 
meeting, either with affliction or with oppoſition. 


Some, I believe, from a pious diſpoſition, wiſh, 


if it were poſſible, to live peaceably with all men. 
| Theſe are ſons of truth and peace: they ſhall be 
called the children of Gop. Others, cry peace, 
peace, when there is no peace: the peace which 
they would promote, requires not the propagation 
of religious truth: as that abounds, their peace ex- 
pires. Theſe people hate contention, becauſe they 
cannot bear the ſhadow of contradiction. They. 
with all their pacific pretenſions, will be found the 
enemies of truth and of real tranquility. 


But you, Brother Horſey, conclude your Addreſs, 


by connecting peace with truth; bleſſings theſe, 
which cannot be divided. I therefore ſaid; and 
ſill ſay, AMEN !—May you have much of that peace 


which rules the heart; which ſubſiſts and cheers 


the mind of man, in his ſharpeſt conflicts, and moſt 


painful contentions ; and which, in various views, 


paſſes all underſtanding! May you ever love that 
truth on which this peace is founded; that truth 


which ſets a inner free from condemnation, and 
which n a believer, cloſe his complicated con: 


fit 
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F wa and 4 longeſt « l with joy! Theſe, Sir, ate 
| ag Bo the unfeigned requeſts of your opponent, 7 hoſe re- 
bpbukes were meant to be connected with real rel 
Net peat; and who i 18, with theſe declarations, whether 
this controverſy with you be thus cloſed,” or be yet 
3 continued, your fellow Teryaat i in 5 aße of . 
A Tan 1 5 Chriſt, 5 WET... 


LET POSTSCRIPT. 9 

5 = In ges of a. word mif. ſpelled, a point miſplaced; 
A or a text miſquoted, Where ſenſe and argument 
A are not affected by them, I ſuppoſe, they will be 


1 EE L 0 much beneath your notice, as ſuch miſtakes — AE 
$8 3 N Diſcourſe have been thought below mine. ö 
oy at is moſt likely to interrupt your N "af 


W551 5 1 haye noticed, and beg leave here to e 


. Page 4.1 fine 24. dele of. 1. 30. for ſeven, read nine. b 
5.1.73. inſtead of for, read from, p. 14. Note: add, ait 
A is u in common uſe. p. 16. I. 11. for. thoſe, read theſe; 
| 3 e p. 18. 1 29 · for TevIop, read YevIog.. p p- 19. I. 30. for 
P Principle, read prineipal. p . 22. I. 17. for riſenſation, read 
Eo - diſperjatipy. p. 25. l. 18. "ele That.” p. 33. I. 3. dele the 
1 period at ad. p. 42. 1. 30. for eriſtian, read chriſtian. p. 48. 
1 J. 25. for 17 read legitimate. p. 49. I. 12. for was, © 
EF  __. _ read were. I. 1g. for credibie, read credible. - p. 74. I. 23. 
1 for aue are; read are e p. 88. Note: for followed, read 
8 Follow. p. 91. Note: for. Quatieme, read Quartieme. p. 97. 
I. 14. for beliewer', read beliewer's. p. 98. J. 12, for as, read 
1% * 1 * IN | Has. 'Þ. 100, I: 4. 1 vor, read d, and alſo in line 11. 
8 7 106. 1. 22. for every, read a very. p. 117. 18, for pati- 
. cular, read particular p. 120 l. 26. for logomachial, read 
IF — - - *Þgomachical, p. 123. I. 6. for your, read our. p. 136. I. 6. 
„ for come, read came. p. 1 46. I. 25. dele the comma at ſpeak- 
: IS p. 153. J. 5. e 266. J. 29. for dung fe e , 
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